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~The Committee appointéd to examine the Phyficians who 
have attended his Majefty, during his Illnefs, touching 
the prefent State of his Majefty’s Health; and to report 
fuch Examination forthwith to the Houfe;. 


H+Av2. purfuarit to the Order of thé Houfe; proceeded to examine 
the faid PHyficians. . 
They alfo proceeded to fome length in examining, with refpe& to the 
fitaation in which Dr. John Willis has attended his Majefty ; and from 
_fuch examination are of opinion, that he comes within the order of refer- 
ence to this Committee: Bat as his examination might have greatly 
protracted their proceedings, and as they have reafon to fuppofe Dr. 
Willis, fenior, fully informed of every particular neceffary to the object 
of their enquiry, which could be ftated by Dr. John Willis, they have 
forborn to examine the latter, conceiving, that it is of the utmoft ime 
. portance, that their Report fhould not be any longer deferred. 


The examination of :he Phyficiang is as follows and that part of it 
Which relates to Dr. John Willis, is added at the end of this Report. ‘ 


—— Mersuriis 7° die Fanuarii 1789. 
ee St LUCAS PEPYS called in, and examinéd. 
Whether, in his opinion, the flate of his Majefty’s health does, of 
does not, cofitinue to be fuch as to render his Majefty incapable either 
of coming to Parliament, of of atteriding to public bufinéfs? : 


It certainly continues fuch as to render him incapable either of coming | 
to Parliament, or of attending to public bufineis, 


Wiat hopes does Sir Lucas Pepys now entertain of his Majefty’s te= 
tovery? | 
- The hopes I now entertain are founded exaétly upon the fame ground 
upon which they were when I formerly gave my opinion. / 


Can Sir Lucas Pepys now form any judgment, or probable con- : 

gecture, of the-time that his Majelty’s ilinefs is likely tolait? 
_  Ican neither form judgment or probable conje@ure of the time 

his Mayetty’s difeafe is likely to latt. aa 


_ Whether, in his Miajefty’s drforder, Sir Lucas Pepys fees any pre. | 

fent fignis of convalefcence ? e. 
On the z7th of December, in the evening, I faw his Majefty in 

fuch a calm, and approaching towards a ratiorial ftate, I was in hopes, 

had it continued, figns of convaléfcence would foon have appeared ; 

thofe good fymptoms appeared only for an hour; fince which I have 

feen no figis of approaching convalefcence. i 


Are thére any actual fymptoms at prefent, which leads Sir Lucas 
Pepys to entertain more or lefs favourable hopes of his Majefty’s ree 
covery; tham he has hitherto had during his attendance ?_ | fey 
Az ee ee A think 


ce bef ae 
I thiwk his Majefty is more eafily controuled, and therefore I fhould! 


hope that he was advancing towards recovery, though no actual fymp- 
‘toms appear. 


Whether it is not ufual for perfons in the fituation of his Majefty top 
become more eafily controuled, when they are put under the care of 
perfons ufed to attend patients in that diforder ? 

Certainly ;—-but he is more eafily controuled now than he was 2 
fortnight AZO, when under the fame care. 


Whether this doves not happen often, independant of any advance-- 
ment towards recovery ? : 
.. As controul is the principal means ufed for recovery, I confider pa- 
tients fubmitting to it more readily as a mark of fome fort of ground 
being got. 


Does Sir Lucas Pepys confider the circumftance of his Majefty being 
hore eafily controuled, as being in itfelf fuch a clear fymptom of the 
abatement of the diforder, as induces. Sir Lucas Pepys from that caute 
to entertain ftronger hopes of his Majefty’s fj eedy recovery, than when 
Sir Lucas Pepys was laft examined ? . . 

Not. ftronger hopes of bis Majeity’s fpeedy recovery, but hopes of 
his more Speedy recovery. 


Whether, in Sir Lucas Pepys’s judgment, management, or medicine, 
is the more operative caufe of recovery in cafes ot this fort? 

I think without both, patients are not fo likely to recover, as under 
either; neither would have effect fingly. - 


Does Sir Lucas Pepys think, that the perfons who ufually have the 
controul and management of perfons in his Majefty’s fituation, are 
better, or worie, judges of the trwe inference ariing from the fact of 
quiet fubmifion to fuch controul, than Phyficians who have not made 
this diforder their particular ftudy ? 

I think they are better judges. 


What is the degree of attendance of the Phyficians who are not con- 
{tantly with his Majetty? 

Either myfelf, Dr. Gifborne, or Dr. Reynolds, are at Kew, in rota- 
tion, from four o’clock every day, till eleven the next morning, at ten 
o'clock every morning, either Sir George Baker or Dr. Warren comes to 
Kew, vifits his Majeity, and confult with the Phyfician who has remain- 
ed there all night, and Dr. Willis, and ufwally remains there about an 
-hour. ihe He ; 


Whether there are any other medical perfons that attend his Majefty Fa 


T we ‘Surgeons and two Apothecaries. 


Whether accounts are not received from them refpecting his Majefty’s 
fituation ? 
No regular account is given by them, but they are frequently afked. 


Whether thofe Surgeons and Apothecaries, or any of them, are perfons 
who have made this diforder their particular ftudy, or who have ufually 
had the controul and management of perfons tn his Majefty’s fituation ? 

I cannot fay whether they have made this particular diforder their par- 
ticular ftudy.—I conclude they occationally fee patients in this diforder, 
though they may not have the controul and management ef them. 


Whether 


a 
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Whether you think them capable of relating fats with accuracy 8 
integrity ? 


I would truft the judgment and integrity of any of them. 


Whether thofe Surgeons and Apothecaries have the fame opportunities 
of obferving the particular fituation of his Majefty as Dr. Willis has? 

Not the fame opportunity as Dr. Willis has, but the fame opportunity | 
as any other of the three Phyficians have who attend in rotation. 


Whither Dr. Willis is prefent with the King often, or for any confider- 
able length of time, oe fome one of thofe Surgeons and Apothecaries 
is not prefent? 

Very frequently, wind for a confiderable length of time, when none 
of them are prefent. 


Are not fome of them prefent at times in which Dm Willis is not 
prelent Sometimes, but not often. 


When Dr. Willis takes reft, who is it that attends the eg! 


A page, and one of Dr. Willis’s men. } 


Do no Phyfician or Apothecary ever come in at fuch times? 
There is a pofitive order that nobody fhall go into his Majefty’s room 
without Dr. Willis’s leave. 


Who gave that order? 
I don’t know—it is written up in the outer room. 


Did yeu never afk who gave that order? I never afked. 


What do you mean by the eafier fubjetion to controul ? 
I mean a flighter deg ree Of intimidation. 


Is the eafier fabmiffion to controul, in your opinion, BoM ee by adual 


abatements of the diforder, or do you only confider it as MLDS the 
management which may produce a cure? 


I conceive it as an acltual abatement of the dit forder as far as that sOeS. 


Whether perfons who have been for any length of time under a degree 
of actual controul, do not, from that circumitance, more ealily , fabinit 
to controul, independant of any abatement of the aden > 


I think not, as | have feen patients under the ttrongelt degree of coer-. 


-cion for months tegether, who have not been, at the end of that period, 
more under controwl than they were at firft, 


Whether you have not known patients who, after having been under 


coercion for tome time, have become more manageable without any 
ss 


fymptoms of recovery appearing ? 


Certainly without any fymptoms of recovery, but not without fymptomis 
of an abatement of the dilorder. 


* 
‘Whether or no you have not known fuch fymptoms of abatement in 
confequence of controul to have exifted, without any recovery ie 
followed } Certainly. 


Whether, after his Majetty has bt {ubmiffive to controul, as by you 
ftated, he has not afterwards grown leis manageable? - 
~ Certainly-——but not lefs manageable taan he was béfore coercion 
was ufed. 


When was it laft found neceflary to ufe coercion? 


The 


a e674 | 
The thiddle of laft week, as far as I can fpeak from my éwn obfetvas 
tion——I underftand it has been ufed fince. 


Whether, before Dr. Willis came about the King, the fame modes of 
€oercion were ufed >=——No., 


Whether there is not a greater probability of recovery where fymptoms 
of abatement of the diforder have appeared, than where the diforder has 
remained for the fame time without fuch fymptoms of abatement? — 

The probability of recovery is always in proportion to the frequency 
and degree of abatement of the diforder, excépt in cafes of fudden recovery. 


. Does the majority of perfons in his Majefty’s fituation, with its prefent 
fymptoms and appearances, recover? 
It is my opinion that they certainly do. 


Whether you confider the chance of recovery in a perfon who hag 
pafled ten weeks without fymptoms of convalefcence, to be equal to that 
of a perfon who has paffed only fix weeks without any fuch fymptoms? 

I think the difference between fix weeks and ten weeks perfectly im< 
material in cafes of this fort, the period is fo fhort. 


» Do you mean the majority of perfons in general Have recovered; or do 
you mean the majority of thofe who are about the fame age as his 
Mayjefty ? ) 

1 cannot fpeak from any obfervation of my own, nor do I know that 
any fuch obferyations have been made by others, whether the majority of 
perfons afflicted with that diforder at that time of life, do or do nct recover. 


Do you confider his Majefty’s prefent chance of recovery (all the cir- 
eumftances of his Majefty’s cate that have fallen. within your obfervation 
being attefided te) as being greater, or lefs, than it was when you wag 
Jaft examined heres or as being equally good ? : | 
From the circumftances which | faw on the z7thof December, I think 
I can fpeak with more certainty; when I fay that I conclude his Majeity 
will recover, than I did when | was laft examined. 


Was Dr. Willis prefent on the z7th of December, at the time you 
obferved the circumftances you alluded to? | Seek. 

Only for a very few minutes, and thofe at the end of the time; but 
— Kis fon was there the whole time. 


Since Dr. Willis has attended his Majefty, whether either Dr. Willis 
or his for has always been prefent, when you attended, during the wholé 
fime ?. 

1 have fometimes been with his Majefty alone; more commonly in the 
prefence of Dr, Willis or his fon. 


Have you obferved any difference in his Majefty when you have feer 
him alone, and when in the prefence of Dr. Willis or his fon ? 

Sometimes his Majey is more irritable when either Dr. Willis or hig 
fon is prefent, and at other times the contrary. 


Whether on the 27th of December his Majefty fhewed any confciaufnefs 
of the fituation he then was, or had been in? 

There was no confcioufnefs fhewn at that tithe of his then prefent 
fituation ; bat he fpoke of his having been delirious at Windfor, and way 
furprized on my telling him, that his delirium had continued above three 

“weeks, : 
° Whether 


Ras: a 
Whether there has been any dire& or indire$ attempt made by any of 
fhe Phyficians, at any time, to controul or influence you with refpe ta 
the account to be given of his Majefty’s fituation? | 
Certainly not. 


= 


Have not fymptoms of irritation in his Majefty’s cafe been frequent 
fince you was lait examined here ?—-Very frequent. 


Whether the means of coercion have not been more frequently re- 
forted to fince that period than before ?=+More frequently. | 


Whether you have confulted any eminent perfon converfant in thofe 
cafes, and not attending on his Majefty, refpecting his Majefty’s dif- 
order? . 

Ihave fpoken with Dr. Munro, who has feen more patients than any 
practitioner ever did fee, upon the point only of the probability of his 
Majefty’s recovery, but not with regard to medicine or treatment. 


Whether Sir Lucas Pepys has not founded his opinion as well upon the 


reports of the two Surgeons, and two Apothecaries, and other perfons in’ 


attendance upon his Majeity, as upon his own obfervations? 
I ground my opinion upon my own obfervation only. 


How long before your laft examination were the means of coercion ag 
all reforted to? : 
I believe only once, if at all; I am not fure. 


Do you then conceive the irritation to have been greater Gnce that 
é€xamination than it was before? x . 

I do not confider that the irritation was greater; but the means of 
‘coercion were not in ovr hands till about the time of examination. 


Had the irritation, previous to the time cf the examination, in any 
manner fubfided ? : : : 
Not fo much as it has fince. 


Whether, notwithfanding the fymptoms of irritation in his Majefty’s 
cafe has been frequent fince Sir Lucas Pepys was examined we and not- 
withftanding the means of coercion have been more frequently reforted 
to fince that time than before, Sir Lucas Pepys can {peak with more cer~ 
tainty when he fays that he concludes his Majefty will recover, than he* 
did when he was laft examined here? 

Yes, I think I can, 


Can you fpeak with greater certainty with refpeét to the time of his 


Majefty’s recovery ? ; 
T can fay:nothing about time. 


Withdrew. . 


The Reverend Dr, FRANCIS WILLIS called in, and examined, 


Whether, in your opinion, the ftate of his Majefty’s health does, ar 
does not, continue to be fuch as to render his Majefly incapable either 
of coming to Parliament, or of attending to public bufinefs? ; 

Certainly not capable. | 3 


: What hopes does Dr. Willis now entertain of his Majefty’s iii a 
Duc 


Oe ae 
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{ [ 8 ] : 
Such hopes, that if a patient under the fame indifpofition was in my 
houfe, I fhould not have the leaft doubt of his recovery. 


» Can Dr. Willis now form any judgment, or probable conjecture of the 
time that his Majefty’s illnefs is likely to lait? 

Not any ;—I could not fix upon any ;—I would not hazard an opinion 
of that kind. 


Whether, in his Majefty’s diforder, Dr. Willis fees any prefent figns of 
convalefcence ? . 

About a fortnight ago, his Majefty would take up books and could 
not read a.line of them; he now will read feveral pages together, and 
make, in my opinion, very good remarks upon the fubject: 1 think, in 
the main, his  Majeity, does every thing in a more rational way than he 
did, and fome things extremely rational. 


How often has Dr. Willis found it neceffary to ufe coercion to his 
Majefty, fince he was laft examined here? 

l cannot fay, but very often: Before that time, the occafions were 
continual, but in a different mode. 


What period of time do you mean, when you fay before that time ? 
I believe I was five days before I ufed any particular coercive mode, 


but endeavoured to perfuade and explain what method mnit be made ufe 
of, if there was not a ready compliance. 


When did you firft begin the mode of coercion? 
T really don’t know the particular day. 


Whether Dr. Willis keeps any diary of his proceedings? 
- Not before the 7th or 8th day I was there, as I believe. 


To what period did you refer when you faid, before your Jaft exami- 
nation there had been continual occafions for coercion, though in a 
different mode? | 

I believe it was fo when I came, and for fome time after; and I undere 
ftood from the Pages, it had been fo a confiderable time before. : 


= 2 s ° . e 
Whether the King was in this ftate of irritation, requiring coercion, 
at or about the time you was examined here before ? 
‘He was at times, not always. 


Do you underitand from information that, previous to that time, the 
eccafions for coercion were without any intermiffion? . 
In all probability there mutt have been intermiflions. 


Whether the inftances of coercion, in whatever mode, were more 
frequent from the time of his arrival to the time of his laft examination, 
than they have been fince ?-—Certainly more frequent. 


Whether during the period in which you endeavoured to perfuade and 
explain what particular mode of coercion muit be made ufe of, and to 
the day of your examination, other modes of coercion were made ufe of, 
and more frequently, than after you had adopted the particular mode? 

Certainly. 


Whether, at the time of your examination before the former Committee 
of the Houfe of Commons, the particular mode of coercion now alluded 
to by you had been reforted to ?—I really don’t know. | 


2 Whether, , 


{ : 


C9] 

Whether, if the irritation had in a great meafure fubfided in confe- 
quence of the ordinary modes of conftraint ufed upon his Majetty, you 
would have thought it neceflary to‘have reforted to the particular mode? 

If I had been confident of fucceeding as well without, certaitily I fhould 
not have recurred to that mode, for many reafons. 


Queftion repeated. 
No, certainly not. 


Whether means of ftronger coercion have not been ufed fince your laft 


- €@Xamination than before? 


Certainly, a more firm coercion; but riot fo telzing to the gels and 
therefore ufed. 


Whether you can tow inform the Commines: or can by to-morrow 
enable yourfelf to inform them, when, and how often, coercion has been 
ufed fince your laft examination ? 

; I believe I could not; I will endeavour to do it; but I tke no idea that 
can. ? 


When did you laft ufe means of coercion to your patient? 
Either Saturday or Sunday; I do not recolleé& which. 


Whether there has been any direct, or indirect, attempt made by any of 
the Phyficians, at any time, to controul or influence you with refpect to 
the account to be given of his Majefty’s fituation? 

I have once or twice refufed to fign the certificate, thinking his dhs 
_ was better than the certificate implied. 


Do you mean that you did not fign? 

I perfifted in the refufal till it was altered, and then I did fign it; but. 
latterly I have {carcely read] it over, and did not mind whether it was 
exactly agreeable to my opinion or not, rather than have any words. 


_ Did you in the inftances to which you refer, differ in opinion from all 

the other Phyficians attending? | 

The two Phyficians prefent I differed from ; there are but two attend. 
ing in the morning to fign it, except my fon. 


Do you mean that this was fuch a difference of opinion that i Miion thy 
happens among medical men upon the ftate of the patient? 

Very frequently; but more likely in this cafe, where the other two 
Phyficians have fcarce feen a patient in this way for an hour together; and 
I have attended various patients in the fame houfe, and known the effect 
of method and medicine every hour. 


What means did you ufe to perfuade the Phyficians to alter the account, 
and adopt your opinion? | 

That if I hada patient at home that had paffed fo many. hours in fuch 
a ftate, I fhould conclude that patient was better. 


. Did Dr. Willis ufe any other means than arguments of that kind; did 
_ hold out any idea of pleafing, or difpleafing, confiderable perfons? 
No, none at all. 


_ Are you fure, that on Friday laft, the 2d of January, you did not. ufe 
fuch arguments? 

I will not be fure that I might not fay the alteration that was fent down 
by 2 certain Perfonage was not worth while difputing, and at the fame 
time that I thought it nearer the truth; for Dr..Warren did hold out, 
a he fhould think no perfon ar till they were perfectly well, under 

‘ {uch 
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fuch an indifpofition. I afked the Dofor, if a perfon, fo indifpofed, 
fhould hot fay one fenfible word in 24 hours, and the next 24 hours fay 


but one word, that he would not fay, if he was not indifpofed, whether 
he would not think him better ; and he told me—No. 


When you anfwered the laf queftion but one, had you in your memory 
the circumftance you have mentioned? 

I had not; Ido not know that I certainly did fay it; but I thought it, 
and very likely might fay if. 


Whether thofe alterations fent down by a certain Perfonage, were, or 
were not, fuggeited by you? 

They certainly were not; they were brought down by two Ladies.— 
The paper, as fent up, was concerted among the Phyiicians then pre- 
fent ; was carried up, I believe, | by General Gordon, and was returncd by 
the two. Ladies, I believe. . 


Do you recollect whether the alterations were made on the fame paper. 
on which the account was drawn up by the Doctors, or on different paper 
fent down? 

As well as I remember, it was not altered at all; but propofed by the 
Ladies to’be altered. I believe the alterations were not adopted; I am 
not fure, but I think not. I believe the account went to St. James’s in 
the fame form. I really do not charge my memory with it; it was not 
worth while for me to remember. 


‘Whether the converfation you ftate to have paffed between you and Dr. 
Warren, paffed when you were alone or before witnefles? 

Before thofe Ladies and the Phyfician, and one“of the Surgeons, I dy 
not remember which, and my own fon. 


Whether Dr. Willis does not conceive the account fent to St. James’s. 
to purport to contain the true and exact epirias of the Phyficians who fign 
it, upon the ftate of his Majefty’s health? 

_ Yes; ; as well as three can agree in opinion. 


he you mean to fay, that you figned your name to any ftatement of 
the King’s fituation to which you do not agree? | 

If it was not fo favourable as I thought, I figned it, rather than have 
any difpute. 


"Then, in point of fa@, have you & ficned accounts of the King’s health, 
which i in your own mind and confcience you did not believe to be corréét? 

I believe no three Phyficians ever writ a prefcription for a patient that 
was exactly conformable to each of their withes. 


Whether you confider the account fent to St. faeces s asa cpuctenihiad 
or asa ftatement of facts? 
As a ftatement of facts, as near as we could agree. 


: Do you mean to fay, thatit iswfual for Phyficians to fign their names 
to ftatements of facts, which. they were not fure are true and correct, for 
the fake of agreement? 

I have been told, by the Phyficians here, that the epinion of one fhould 


give way to the other two; and that they were’ bape: 1 fhould hefitate 
about it. ‘ 


_ De you mean by the Phyficians now attending his Majefty?—Yes. 


Name the Phyficians from whom you received that information? 
ae Lucas gid ay Dr. Warren. vi 


as pe: 
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Are the Committee to underftand that the public have been, in any 
meafure, deceived by thofe accounts fent to St. James’s, as far as*the 
authority of Dr. Willis’s name was concerned? 

I have done my utmoft to prevent their being deceived. 


What do you mean by having done your utmoft? | 
I argued with the Phyficians as much as I could for other Worse: to be 
put in, but in vain. 


* 


Do you recollect whether the alteration, which you ftated to Dr. War- 
ren not to be worth difputing, was a material one? 

If I had thought it worth difputing, I fhould have thought it a 
material one. 


Do you remember what the alteration was? 
I cannot anfwer that, but it may be known, 


Whether you have, at any time, made any complaint or proteft to any 
perfon in authority about the King, or to any of his Majetty’ 5 minifters, 
upon the fubject of the accounts {ent to St. James’s, or given them ins 
formation that fuch accounts were not to be depended upon as correct, 
as far as your name was concerned? 

I do not remember any thing at all about it. 


How many hours in a day is.it ufual for you to bein perfonal attend- 
ance on his Majefty ? | 

I cannot tell—four or fix hqurs perhaps, according as his Maietass 1s 
employed. 


Who are the other medical perfons that are gis in conftant at- 
tendance on his Majefty? 

No medical perfon fits up with his Majefty—one: fi the pages, and one 
of my fervants, are in the room with him; and in the anti-room, one. of 
each, who change every two hours, if they find it convenient. 


What is his Majefty’s ftate this day ? 
I have not feen him fince the morning; he had a very good night, and 
was yelterday better than ever ] faw him, and was calm this morning. 


Do you mean that there was a greater appearance of rational interval 
yefterday, than at any other time? Ves, 


\ 


Was there lefs irritation yefterday than before? 
A great deal lefs—he read and attended to reading for an hour 
together, 


Do you now confider the irritation to have ina great meafure f{ubfided ? 
He is ftill exceedingly irritable. | 


Whether you wrote to oe Prince of Wales, yefterday, any account of 
the King’s ftate ? 
I believe I did on iameay, 


Whether, you do not confider the fubfiding of the irritation, as a 
neceflary prelude to fymptoms of convalefcence? 

I do.— His Majetty i is not now fo irritable as he was, nor does the 
confequence of the irritability continue a tenth part fo long—not nearly 
fo irritable as at the time of my-laft examination. 

: Withdrew. 
B 2 : _Dotor 
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YoMor RICHARD WARREN called in, and examined. 


Whether, in his opinion, the ftate of his Majefty’s health does, or 
does not, continue to be fuch as to render his Majefty incapable either of 
coming to Parliament, or of attending to public bufinefs ? 

Incapable. 


. 
* 


What hopes does Dr. Warren now entertain of his Majefty’s 
recovery ? ' 

My hopes of his Majefty’s recovery ftand upon the fame foundation as 
they did when I was examined before, excepting that a little more time 
has paffed, which does not add to my hopes, but is fo little that it hardly 
ought to fubtract from them. | 


Can Dr. Warren now form any judgment, or probable conjeéture, of 
the time that his Majefty’s illnefs is likely to laft >——_No. 


Whether, in his Majefty’s diforder, Dr. Warren fees any prefent figns 
of convalefcence ?——-No. ; 


Whether there has been any ceflation of the King’s diforder at any 
time fince its commencement? 

No, as far as [ canjudge. I vifit his Majefty every other morning, con« 
verfe with him as long as I think it neceffary, and form a judgment of 
the then ftate of his Majefty from the knowledge which | obtain from 
converiing with him :—The rett of my knowledge of his Majefty’s ftate 
is obtained from the information given by the Phyfician who has attend- 
ed from four o’clock in the afternoon till the time I get to Kew, and 
from Dr. Willis and his fon, and from the information of Mr. Charles 
Hawkins, Mr. Keate, Mr. Dundas, and Mr. Battifcombe, one or other 
of whom are conftantly in the houfe in attendance. From the knowledge 
thus acquired, and information thus obtained, I conclude that there has 
been no ceffation of his Majefiy’s complaint. : 


Whether Dr. Warren thinks that the information he gathers from 
thofe gentlemen is material to the forming of his judgment ? - 

Thefe gentlemen have attended his Majefty from the beginning of his 
ilnefs till this minute, were about him before he was ill, and are per- 
fectly well acquainted with his Majefty, and are very intelligent per- 
fons :—-From thefe circumftances I conclude that they are very compe- 
tent judges how far his Majefty’s prefent ftate deviates from his former. 


Do you confider them as competent judges of the progrefs of his 
recovery -——— Yes, : 


Whether or not Dr. Warren has underftood from Dr. Willis, or others, 
that his Majefty-has been in a rational ftate >No. 


Does Dr. Warren know, whether the majority of thofe who, at his 
Majeity’s time of life, have been afflicted with the diforder his Majefty 
labours under, have recovered ? : 

{ have bees making an enquiry lately, in order to fatisfy my own 
curioity refpecting this queftion; and I believe it will be. ftill two days 
before [ can give a fatisfactory an{wer. oo 


Where are you making that enquiry? 
By exampning the books of Bethlehem-hofpital. 3 
What 
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What circumftances, in your judgment, would conftitute a ceffation 
of his Majefty’s complaint, as contra-diftinguifhed from a cure? ret 

My rule of judging whether a perfon in this fituation is recovering, is 
as follows :—If the patient recovers his reafon, or becomes himfelf again, 
only for an hour, I pronounce that the complaint has ceafed, and that 
he is mending; if the next day, or any fhort time afterwards, the interval 
becomes two hours, I pronounce him better; if the interval becomes 
longer and longer, I pronounce him advancing in his cure. 


What circumftances, in Dr. Warren’s judgment, form a cure? 
The patient remaining perfectly himfelf, without any return of his 
former complaint. ; 


If the patient appeared to be perfeCily himielf, for a fmaller term than 
an hour, would Dr. Warren confider him in a ftate of amendment ? 

Certainly I fhould, if the ftate of the patient during that time could 
be accurately afcertained. ; yrs 


Whether thofe circumffances, which in your judgment would form 2 
ceffation of his Majefty’s complaint, ought to be confidered, in your 
judgment, as figns of convalefcence ? 

Certainly. 


Whether the Gentlemen you have named, namely, the Phyficians, 
Apothecaries, and Surgeons, are perfons who, in your judgment, have 


made this branch of phyfick their particular ftudy ? 
I do not know that they have. Withdrew. 


Doétor WARREN called in again, and defires to add to his Anfwer te 


the laft Queftion but two, thefe words—** But if the interval does not 
** increafe, no ftrefs muft be laid upon it at all.” 


If a patient in his Majefty’s diforder did not foon recover under Dottor 
Warren’s care (Doctor Warren receiving his information as to. the faéts 
of his patient’s cafe, from Gentlemen whom he did not know to have 
made this branch of medicine their particular ftudy) would not Doétor 
Warren think it his duty to call in perfons whom he did know to have 
made this branch of medicine their particular ftudy? | 

No, not on that account. Do¢tor Warren, and all other Phyficians, 
are obliged éo receive their accounts of facts from nurfes, and other un- 
{cientific perfons ; and if they are people of common fenfe, they are able 
to give a very good account of facts; from the facts as related by them, 
the Phyfician muit form his judgment, ailifed by the knowledge which 
he acquires by vifiting and examining the patient himielf, 


Whether, in point of faét, where perfons in the diforder under which 
his Majefty labours, have not foon recovered under Doctor Warren’s fole 
care, he has not always, or generally, called in perfons who made this 
branch of medicine their particular ftudy ? 3 

Yes, if the patients could afford it. | 


Whether, in cafes where the patients could afford it, Doétor Warren 


has not oftener left the patients to the care of perfons. who have made 
this branch of medicine their particular ftudy, than he has attended in 
conjunction or confultation with fuch perfons, if they have not foon re- 
covered under his fole care? 

Yes, oftener, 


Whether 
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Whether, as Doftor Warren has anfwered the laft queftion afirma- 
tively, he has not been determined fo to act, by a conviction that, where 
the circumftances of a patient would admit of that mode of treatment, 
that fuch mode of treatment was the beft which his confcientious judg- 
ment could dictate? 

This mode of treatment has often arifen from neceflity, as it was re- 
‘quifite, for the good of the patient, that. he fhould be removed to a 
diftance from town, where it was impoffible for Doétor Warren to attend 
with regularity, confiftent with his ufual bufinefs: this removal was ne- 
ceflary for the fake of quiet and other conveniencies, which the patient 
could not have in town; fometimes from the neceffity of coercion, which 
Door Warren has no means of applying; fometimes for the fake of 
particular nurfes and keepers, which Doctor Warren does not furnith ; 
and from that diffidence which Doctor Warren ought always to have in 
himfelf when his patients do not recover as foon as can reafonably be 
expected, 


Has that difidence led Dr. Warren to place patients, who ‘have not 
foon recovered, under the care of perfons who have made this branch of 
medicine their particular ftudy ? 

Sometimes. : 


Does Dr. Warren mean to fay, that perfons who have made this branch 
ef medicine their particular Rudy, and who follow that branch of me- 
dicine principally, are not better judges of the diforder, but have only 
better conveniences for the management of perfons labouring under it, 
, than Phyficians who practife medicine generally, without particular ap- 
_ plication to this branch of it? 

Provided their parts and intelletual powers are equal to their bufinefs, 
they will become more expert in the curing of this complaint than ather 
Phyficians ; otherwife they will deferve no preference but for the con- 
weniences they provide for their patients. 7 3 


Whether the fame would not be the cafe with Phyficians who have nat 
made that branch of medicine their particnlar ftudy, if their parts and 
intellectual powers are not equal to their bufineds? 

Certainly. | 


Whether, if nine perfons out of ten, placed under the care of a perfon 
who had made this branch of medicine his particular ftudy, had reeover- 
ed, if they were placed under his care within three months after they 
had begun to be afflicted with the diforder, Doctor Warren would not 
deem fuch perfon, either very fkilful or very fuccefsfal ? 

If he was a fenfible man | fhould deem him fkilful, if he was not, I 
fhould deem him fuccefsful. | ) 


Whether Dy. Warren has not underftood from Sir Lucas Pepys, that 
fince his- former examination, he thinks his Majefty more likely to re- 
cover, than he did at the time of that examination ? 

There was one evening, lefs than a fortnight fince, that Sir Lucas 
Pepys faid, he obferved his Majeity talked more like a reafonable man; 
but this appearance was fo totally gone a few hours afterwards, that. 
had no doubt of its being a mifapprehenfion in Sir Lucas, arifing from 
his zeal. ae ) 


Has 
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~ Has Dr. Warren anv reafon to believe, that Sir Lucas Pepys; is fill 
under what Dr. Warren calls a mifapprehenfion in this refpect ? 

1 do not know what Sir Lucas now thinks of his opinion of that night; 
but his opinion yefterday, when we were together at Kew, was, that his 
Mejetty was no better. 


Has Dr.. Warren neannicedlcaret to Sir dy Pepys, his reafons for 
thinking the opinion of Sir Lucas Pepys a’*mifapprehenfion? 

Ido not know whether I gave him any formal reafons on the fubjeé, 
but I know that I expreffed my doubts about it, 


Whether Dr. Warren has not underftood from Dr. Willis, that he was 
more confirmed lately, in his hopes of his Majefty’s recovery, than he 
was at the time of his former examination before the Committee? 

Dr. Willis fpoke very fanguinely of a {peedy cure, foon after the time 

of his former examination; he has held the fame language ever fince, 
but {poke in ftronger terms of amendment being actually “obtained lat 
week, than at any other time. 


Has Dr. Warren ever heard from Mr. Hawkins, Mr. Keate. Mr. Dun- 
das, and Mr. Battifcombe, that his Majefty is in a fate of a@ual amend- 
ment as to intellect; and that the probability of his recovery is greater 
now than at the time Dr. Warren was laft examined? 

No. 


Has Dr. Warren underftood, on the contrary, from any or all of thefe _ 
Gentlemen, that his Majefty is not in an aétual flate of amendment as 
to intellect ; and that the probability of his recovery is not greater now 
than at the time Dr. Warren was laft examined? 

From fome of themI have heard that his Majefty is not in a ftate 
of amendment; but I have not talked to them upon the probability of 
cure, my difcourfe with them being chiefly confined to fats. 


Has Dr. Warren ever heard oe any of thefe Gentlemen, that thera 
has at any time been any return of reafon in his Majefty fince the coi” 


mencement of his diforder é r 
No. e 


Has Dr. Warren known any inflance of any Phyfician, or other per- 
fon attending on his Majefty, fending any written account of his Majeity’s 
fituation, ftating his Majefty to have been in a calm and mended ftate, 
at a time when he (Dr. Warren) had reafon to know that his Majetty’ $ 
fituation and ftate were the reverfe? 

_ Dr. Willis has written letters to the Prince of Wales, exprefling his 
Majefty to be much better than I apprehended his Majetty to be at that, 
time, declaring progrefs in cure that I could not difcover. 


Has Dr. Warren had any difcourfe, or difference of opinion, with 
Dr, Willis, refpecting any other letter, of the fame defcription, to any. 
other perfon? 

I was informed that Dr. Willis wrote fuch a letter, at twelve o’clock 
at night, the day of the debate in the Houfe of Commons; I frdke to 
Dr. Wills on the fubje&t of this letter the next morning, aie told him 
that he did wrong to write fuch an account, when it was not true: [. 
afterwards enquired, and could not find that the Do&or had. written 
fuch a letter, and told him that I had done him an injury in charging 
him with it, as I copld not prove is. 
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i Dr. Warren recollec& to whom that letter was fuppofed to be 


written? 


_ The report was, that it was written to Mr. Pitt. 


Does Dr. Warren recolle& from whom he received that ‘aformaton! ? 
There was a report current throughout the town that Mr. Pitt had read 
fuch a letter at White’s, at five o’clock in the morning. 


Does Dr. Warren recolle& only the current report, but not any partie 
cular perfon from whom he heard it? 
Indeed I cannot recollect any particular perfon. 


Does Dr. Warren recollect what was fiated to be the fubftance of that 
fuppofed letter ? 

x general terms, that his Majefty was greatly better, and was likely 
to be fpeedily well. 


Does Dr. Warren recolle& in what terms he fated to Dr. Willis his 
difapprobation of his * Ngai: fuch a letter, or the fubftance of them? 
That, as his Majefty was remarkably bad, and under coercion that 
her j it oy as a political letter, which he jt 
wrong from a phyfician. 


When did Dr. Warren tell Dr. Willis, that he had done him an injury 
in charging him with having written fuch a letter? 

To the beft of my recollection, it was the next time of my going to 
Kew after I had charged him with writing it, which, if fo, muit have 
been the fecond day after the charge. 


Had Dr. Warren then had an opportunity of feeing the original let- 
ters written to Mr. Pitt on the day of the debate to which he peiolle’. 
and on the following day ? 

I had feen a letter, written, . as I thought, by. Dr. Willis’s fon, ree 
at half an hour after five in the afternoon of the day of the debate—I 
do not know whether I faw a letter written the day after or not.—-I be- 
lieve I might have done fo if I pleafed. 


Whether the letter which Dr. Warren did fee, did contain a juft de- 
{cription of his Majefty’s fituation, according to Dr. Warren’s opinion? 
When I came to Kew the morning following, I was informed by De 
Willis that his Majefty had had a violent paroxy{m that night, which 
came on at feven o’clock the evening preceding; but how his Majefty 
exactly was at half an hour after five, I do not know. 


Whether the letter, dated at half an hour after five, gave a favourable 
account of his Majefty ? 
To the beft of my recollection it contained a favourable account. 


Whether Dr. Warren had any information given him of the time 
when this letter was received ? 
I do not remember that I had. 


Did Dr. Warren underftand, from any of the other attendants on his 
Majefty, that his Majefty had been, in any part of that day, ina par- 
ticular amended flate? . 


No. 


« Did Dr. Willis make any reply, when Dr. Warren told him he had 
done wrong to write fuch a letter, when it was not true? 
Dr. 
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Dr. Willis, by his behaviour, appeared to me at that time to own it. 


Why Dr. Warren thought it neceffary to acknowledge afterwards to 
Dr. Willis that he had done him an injury ? 

Becaufe Dr. Willis complained that I had charged him with a fact that 
was not true.—1 made all the enquiry { could to find out the truth, and 


- difcovered that a letter had been written at half an hour after Loe. but 


could not difcover that a letter had been written at twelve at night, and 
confequently concluded that there had been an error with refpeat to the 
time; and therefore that I had done him wrong in charging him with 
writing it at twelve, and took the firft opportunity of Bila what I 
had faid. 


What enquiry did Dr: Warren make, in order to find out the truth ? 

The Lord Chancellot informed me of Dr. Willis’s complaint, and faid 
he would write to Mr. Pitt for all the letters he had received from Dr. 
Willis on that day; Mr. Pitt fent them, and the Chancellor fhewed them 
to me. 


Did Dr. Warren fee: Mr. Pitt’s anfwer to the Chancellor? 
Yes. 


Dees Dr. Warren underftand, upon recollection, that the circumftan« 
ces which fatisied him that the letter had not been written as fuppofed, 
were produced in confequence of his enquiry, or of an enquiry miade in 
his name, or in confequence of Dr. Willis’s reprefentation on his uneafi- 
Refs upon what had paffed with Dr. Warren? 

I fuppofe the letters were prodticed in confequence of my wifh to afcere 


tain the truth. 


When complaint was made to Dr. Warren, on the part of Dr. Willis, 
did Dr. Wafren make any enquiry into the truth of the fac&t of thofe pers 
fons from whom he received the information that fach fact exifted ? 

The Chancellor faid, the only way to find the truth, was to fend to 
Mr. Pitt for the letters.—«1 do not know of whom I received the in- 
formation. ; 


Whether Dr. Warren ever faw any paper, purporting to bea copy of 
this letter fuppofed to be written at twelve o’clock at night, and if he did, 
by whom the fame. was fhewn to him? 

I do not recollect that I ever. faw a paper, parporung « to be a copy 
of it. 


Can Dr. Warren take upon himfelf to fay, that he never did fee any 
paper, purporting to be acopy of the letter ae he to be written at 
twelve o’clock at night? 

No, I do not recollect that I did. 


Did Dr. Warren ever hear any perfon, whofe name he could mention, 
fay that he had acopy of a letter {uppofed to be written by Dr. Willis to 
Mr. Pitt, attwelveo ‘clock that night? 

No. 


Dr. Warren having faid, that a letter of Dr. Willis’s to the Prince of 

Wales contained a more fevibueable account than he thought His Ma- 

jefty’s fituation juftified, does Dr. Warren mean to fay, that fuch letter 

contained a more favourable account than Dr. Willis believed to be 
true? ‘ 

It is impoflibie for me to fay what Dr, Willis believes. 

G Dr. 
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Dr. Warren having faid, that in a cafe where nine out of ten patients 
placed under the care of a Phyfician, who has applied himfelf toa par- 
ticular branch of medicine, within three months from the commencement 
of their diforder, have been cured, he fhould deem fuch Phyfician fkilful, 
if he was a fenfible man, and if not, fhould think him only fuccefsful ; 
whether, if fuch fuccefs had attended that Phyfician’s practice for twenty- 
eight years, he fhould afcribe it to good fortune only? 

‘There is no other way of judging but by fuccefs; yet it does not fol- 
low, that that judgment is right; it can never be fuppofed, that an igno- 
rant man has knowledge, or thata man who has no rule to go by can act 
fyftematically, be his fuccefs what it will, 


Whether, in order to induce Dr. Warren to believe, that, for twenty- 
feven years, nine perfons out of ten had been cured, he would not require 
fome other evidence than the affertions of the man pretending to have per- 
formed fuch cures? 

I certainly fhould. 


Whether there has been any direé or indirect Attempt made by any of 
the Phyficians, at any time, to controul or influence you with ref{pect to the 
account to be given of his Majeity’s fituation ? 

Dr. Willis, on Friday latt, made a very unwatrantable ufe of the name 
of a Great Perfon ; I call it avarckiealte: becaufe I cannot believe that 
he could have authority to ufe it to influence me, while the Report to be 
fent to St. James’s was compofing. 


Will Dr. Warren relate the circumftances of that tranfaction ? 

The Report propofed to be fent was written thus:—** His Majefty 
«* paffed yelterday quietly, has had a very good night, and is calm this 
“© morning.’? Dr. Willis defired that fome expreflion might be made ufe 
of, indicating that his Majeifly was advanced fince the day before in his 
cure ; I objected to this, becaufe I had ample reafon, from my converfa- 
tion with his Majefty, and from the information which I had received from 
Mr. Charles Hawkins, to think the contrary trae—Dr. Willis then faid, 
«<a certain Great Perfon will not fuffer it to go fo, and it will fall upon 
<i you,”* 

Are you fure you are corre in thofe words ? 

I believe Lam; I took the words down as foon asI came home—Dr. 
Reynolds was ae when the words were fpoken.——I made no obferva- 
tion to Dr. Willis on thofe words; but, after talking with, him a little 
more on the ee of his Majefty, compofed, toge:her with Dr. Rey- 
nolds, the following Report :—*‘*His Majefty pafled yelterday much in the 
«© fame. manner as he did the day before; has had a very good night; 
<< and is this morning as he was yelterday.”” Dr. Reynolds, Dr. Willis, 
and Dr, Warren, figned this Report; it was fent up itairs, and was re- 
turned, with an order to ch: ange the words, ‘* as he was yelterday,”’ into 
«© continues to mend.’’—-Doctor Warren defired the honour of an au- 
Aience; and, upon ftating his reafons why no ‘amendment had taken 
place, the ate ** continues to mend,”’ were given up; and the fen- 
tence, ‘‘ is this morning in a comfor table way,” was fubftituted in their 

lace. : 
When Dr. Willis ufed thefe expreflions, ‘a certain Great Perfon will 
not fuffer it to go fo, andit will fall upon you;’? whether Dr. Warren 
undertlood thofe words to convey to him, that a perfeverance in his opi- 
nien would draw upon him the difpleafure of the Great Perfon al- 
luge to? 

} was clear that Dr. Willis meant I fhould think fo. wuy 

2 Whether 
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‘Whether the fear of the difpleafure of that Great Perfon would, or 
would not, be a powerful motive of action with Dr. Warren, in any cafe 
where his confcience and honour did not prevent him paying attention 
to fuch a motive?———It moft certainly would. 


Were the words Dr. Warren ftated to have been given up immediately 
after his ftating his objections ? 

After I had ftated my objections, and fupported them with feveral ar- 
guments, the words were given up; and upon my faying, ‘* That though 
‘© his Majefty was noc mended fince yefterday, yet that he was in acom- 
*¢ fortable way this morning} which 1 hoped tended to a cure,’ the 
word ‘* Comfortable”? was immediately adopied. 


Whether, upon Dr. Warren’s tating, that he objected to thofe words, 
they were immediately given up? or, Whether there was any inclination 
fhewn to induce Dr. Warren to fign the altered Report, after he had 
ftated that he objected to the alteration ? 

There was no inclination fhewn to give up the words, till the word 
**¢ Comfortable’? had been ufed. 


Queftion repeated. 

After my arguments had been repeated, and feem to be underftood, 
and I had added, that I had received information from one of his Majef- 
ty’s attendants, of the ftate of his Majefty’s health that morning, the 
words were given up. 


Whether there was any p€riod, after the witnefs had declared that he 
objected to the alteration, in which an inclination was ihewn to induce 
him to fign it? 

Tul 1 was completely underftood. : 

Does the witnefs mean, by being completely underftood, that he ob- 
jected, or till the arguments upon which he founded his objections were 
completely underftood ? 

Tull the arguments upon which I founded my obje@tions were com- 
pletely underitood. 


Is the Committee to underftand then, that, during that period in which 
it was underftood that Dr. Warren objected, but the arguments upon which 
he objected were not underftood, an inclination was {till fhewn to induce 
him to fign the altered Report? 

The Great Perfon feemed to be fo ftrongly perfuaded that there was a 
realamendment that morning, that it was neceflary to produce feveral 
arguments to convince that perfon to the contrary; until that conviction 
was obtained, there appeared an expectation that I fhould adopt the 
words ‘* continues to mend.” 


Is the Committee to underftand, that that expectation continued to ap- 
pear after Dr. Warren had ftated that he objected to the alteration ? 

In the interval afier tating that I objected, and before the arguments 
had been ftated, that expeétation appeared to continue. 


Whether Dr. Warren did, or did not, peremptorily refufe to fign the 
altered Report? | 
No ;-—that Great Perfon adopted the word ‘* comfortable,” and I 
immediately retired to put it into the Report. 2 
Whether, fubfequently to this audience, any thing paffed relative to 
this tranfaétion? \ 
Yes ;—Lady Harcourt, and Lady Charlotte Finch, followed me down 
ftairs, and inquired of me, who the perfon was from whom I had my in- 
C2 formation 
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formation relative to his Majefty’s health that morning ?. I anfvered, from 
‘Mr. Charles Hawkins. When Mr. Charles Hawkins appeared, he was 
afked by the two ladies what he had faid to me that morning refpecting 
his Majefty’s health? He gave them i» account, and they retired, The 
next time that I went down to Kew 1 was treated with marks of atten- 
tion and refpect that I had not received for fome time before. 


What was the line of argument employed by Dr. Warren, in order to 
convince the Great Perfon of whom he has fpoken, that in the King’s 
fituation that morning there was no real amendment? 

Firft of all I mention the rule by which | judged of the health of per- 
fons in his Majefty’s fituation, and which I have given in the former part 
of thisexamination. I then drew an argument from the converfation I 
had had with his Majefty, without mentioning the particulars of it. I 
then obferyed his Majefty had often been in the fame ftate without its re- 
maining many hours (which turned out to be the cafe on thatday) I 
then brought another argument from the information I had received from 
Mr. Hawkins. [ Withdrew, 


Fovis, 8° die Fanuarti 1789. 
Sir LUCAS PEPYS again called in, and examined. 


ID Sir Lucas Pepys ever endeavour ta induce Dr. Willis to fign 
any Report fent to St. James’s, refpecting the King’s health, which 
Report Dr. Willis affirmed to be contrary to the true ftate of the King’s 
fituation ? , 
The only converfation which appeared at ali like altercation, refpeét- 
ing the account fent to St. James’s, was whether the words <¢ very good 
‘* night,” inttead of ** gcod night,” fhouid be putin. 


Did you ever tell Dr, Willis that it was ufual for Phyficians to fign 
their names to ftatements of facts, which they are not fure are true and 
correct, for the fake of agreement? 4 

Certainly never ;— but upon fach trifles as above mentioned, I ftated 
that ic was the ufual cuftom, when two ont of three were of the fame opis 
nion, for the third to acquiefce. 


Does Sir Lucas Pepys mean, that that opinion of his was confined to 
fach trifles as related tothe wording of nearly the fame opinion? 

Atthat time it related mercly to thofe words; and though I underftand 
differences of opinion have arifen about wording the acconut fent te Ste 
James’s, yet when-l have been prefent none have arifen. | 


Did Sir Lucas Pepys ever inform Dr. Willis, that the opinion or me- 
dical judgment, connected with any ftatement of fact of one Phyfician, 
fhould give way tq the other two, and that he was furprifed that Dr. 
Willis fhould hefitate about it? P- | 

Unlefs the word ‘‘very”” above mentioned, may be confidered as con- 
nected with a medical fact, | know of no other converfation upon the 
fobject. : 

Did Sir Lucas Pepys on that occafion employ any vehement perfuafion, 
fo as to bring on words ‘or, altercation with Dr. Willis, fo as to induce 
Dr. Willis to fign fach reports againft his judgment, in order to avoid fuch 
altercation ? . , 
~ J was writing during the whole time; and fo far from ufing vehement 
words, Ladvifed him, in the quieteft manner, to avoid all altercation ~ 

Pith trifles ; 
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_trifies; and, though Sir George Baker and I were two Opinions againft — 
one, finding Dr. Willis was anxious to retain the word ‘* wery,’? Sir 
George Baker gave up the point, and the Report went as Dr. Willis had 
defired it. 


Whether Sir Lucas Pepys does not hold himfelf refponfible in his cha- 
racter to the public, for the truth of the Report fent to St. James’s, to 
which he figns his name? 

Certainly not for the whole truth; as we confider it as unneceflary to 
wound the feelings of her Majeity and the reft of the family, by faying 
more than was abfolutely neceffary. 


Whether you do not hold yourfelf bound to fet your name to no ac- 
count which contains any thing which you think not true? 
~ J certainly do. 


Whether, if Sir Lucas Pepys happened to be of opinion, upon any 
morning, that the words ‘‘ continues to mend,” would be an apt des 
{cription of his Majefty’s cafe, and Dr. Warren and Sir George Baker 
fhould think the words ‘* his Majeity is in a comfortable way’? more 
proper, intimating at the fame time, that they hoped that that had a 
tendency to a cure, Sir Lucas Pepys would think he afted unwarrantably 
in giving up the words ‘* continues to mend,” and agreeing to the words 
ufed by the other two Phyficians, namely, ‘* his Majefty is in a comfort: 
** able way,”? thofe words being fo explained as to their tendency? 

It is impoflible that thofe words, ‘* comfortable way,’” and, ** cons 
f* tinues to mend,’’ could have the fame tendency, and be of the fame 
import. 


Whether, if Dr. Warren had ufed thofe words, ** his Majefty is in a 
“* comfortable way this morning, which I hope tends to a cure,’? Sir 
Lucas Pepys would have thought he atted unwarrantably in ufing thofe 
words in conjunction with the other Phyficians, fo explaining in faé 
their fenfe of them? | Reta 

I thould have thought I had a&ted unwarrantably in figning my name 
to fuch an explanation, which could never be an explanation of ‘* con- 
** tinues to mend.”’ 


Was Sir Lucas Pepys of opinion, the day before yefterday, that he 
ought to have no better hopes of his Majefty’s recovery than he had when 
he was formerly examined here ? : ! | 

I ftated yefterday, that the hopes of recovery muft be ftill on the fame 
ground upon which I had flated them to be at the former examination ; 
for, though I faw occafionally abatement of fymptoms, I faw no fymp- 
toms of approaching convalefcence. | . 


Does Sir Lucas Pepys continue to think this morning as he did yefter- 
day, that, all the circumftances of his Majefty’s cafe being duly attend- 
ed to, he can conclude with more certainty that his Majefty will recover, 
than he could when he was examined before the former Committee? 

» Though the hopes of recovery muft have been the fame, yet, from 
the confideration of the abatement of fymptoms, I continue in the opi- 
nion that I was yefterday, that I can fpeak with more certainty of the 
profpect of his Majefty’s recovery, . - ie als Bava 


Whether, if there has been any error or imperfection in the accounts 
fent to St. James’s, Sir Lucas Pepys conceives it to have confifted in re- 


prefenting his Majefty’s flate to be worfe than it is ? ‘ 
; 2 DireQly 


ee 


Direétly the contrary.—I have always endeavoured to reprefent his 
Majetty’s fituation in the moft favourable light. 

Whether Sir Lucas Pepys confiders it to be his duty to take care, as 
far as depends on him, that the Report fent to St. James’s fhall convey 
fuch an account as may not tend to miflead the public, refpecting the 
ftate of his Majeliy’s health? 

Till after the examination before the Privy Council, every account 
was purpofely framed to give the public no fort of information of his 
Majefty’s fituation. Since that period, we have endeavoured, as much 
as pofiible, to reprefent his Majeity’s fituation as favourable as poflible, con- 
fiftent with truth, though without mentioning parucular circamflances. 


Whether under any explanation of the words ‘‘ continues to mend,” 
Sir Lucas Pepys would think himfelf warranted to fign a Report contain- 
ing thofe words, if he was not convinced, either by his own obferva- 
tion, or the information of others, that there had been previous figns 
of amendment as leading to convalefcence ? 

Nothing could induce me to fign the words ‘* continues to mend,” 
unlefs | had from my own obfervation difcovered evident figns of gradual 
approaches to convalefcence, under any explanation whatfoever. 


When Sir Lucas Pepys faid, there was an endeavour to reprefent the 
King’s fituation in a favourable light, did he fpeak of the Reports fign- 
te the other Phyficians, or more particularly of thofe figned by him~ 

elf ? 

I am fatisfied, from repeated converfations on the fubject, that the 
reit of the Phyficians concurred with me in always endeavouring to give 
the moft favourable account. 


Whether you know when the order mentioned by you yefterday, that 
no perfon fhould be admitted without the leave of Dr. Willis, was 
firt made? 

I cannot juftly fay whether it was five, fix, or feven days ago, but 
fomewhere thereabouts. As far as I can recolle&t, it muft have been on 
Friday lait—I never faw it til] I was down the time before laft—it was 
when I came down at four o’clock on Friday. 


Do you recolieé& the terms of the order? 
The purport of it is, that it is ordered that no perfon fhall go into his 
Majefty’s apartment without the leave of one of the Dr. Willis’s. 


Whether, to your knowledge, any improper perfons, either by means 
of the Phyficians, or of others, had obtained admiflion into his Majefty’s 
apartment, to make the iffuing fuch an order neceffary ? 

I know of no perfon having been admitted into his Majefty’s apart- 
ments, except thofe who are in ufual attendance upon him, unlefs Dr. 
Willis’s fon, the Clergyman, may be confidered as {uch ? 


Js that fon a phyficiap ? — No. 


Whether you have not obferved that patients under this malady may 
enjoy a ftate of confiderable bodily health, tne free ufe of all their 
bodily organs, and of all their bodily funétions, and yet ftill labour under 
a mental diftemper ? — Undoubtedly. | 


Whether in this malady there may not be a temporary and partial silt 


of underftanding, when at the fame time the general mental faculties 
gontinue much deranged ? 


— Certainly. Whether 
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. Whether or no the perfons who are ufed to the difcipline employed in 
this malady, and to the means of coercion, are not known to obtain a 
confiderable dominion over the perfons under their care ? 
Certainly. 


Whether you have not obferved, that the favourable circumftances 


which occur in one day, have frequently been overturned in the next? 
Continuaily. Withdrew. 


Sir GEORGE BAKER called in, and examined. 


_ Whether, in his opinion, the ftate of his Majefty’s health does, or 
does not, continue to be fuch as to render his Majeity incapable, either 
of coming to Parliament, or of attending to public bufinefs ? 

Certainly. 

What hopes does Sir George Baker now entertain of his Majefty’s 


recovery ? 
My hopes of his Majefty’s recovery ftand upon the fame grounds they 


Aid when I was here laft. : 


Can Sir George Baker now form any judgment, or probable con- 
jecture, of the time that his Majeity’s difeafe is likely to lait? 

I can form no judgment or probable conjecture, with refpect to the 
continuance of the difeafe. | 


Whether, in his Majefty’s diforder, Sir George Baker fees any prefent 
figns of convalefcence? None. 


Can you inform the Committee, whether a majority of perfons, who 
have been afflicted with this malady at his Majefty’s time of life, have 


recovered ? 
I can only anfwer that by conjecture ; I believe not. 


Does Sir George Baker (all the circumiftances of his Majefty’s cafe, 
which have fallen within his obfervation, being duly attended to) think 
the chance of his Majefty’s recovery greater, or lefs, than it was at the 
time he was examined before the former Committee, or equal to what it 
was, in hisjudgment, atthattime? | 

In my judgment it is precifely the fame. 

Whether you confider the continuation of the malady four weeks 
longer, without any figns of convalefcence, as making any difference 


with refpect to the chance of recovery ? 
My experience leads me to anfwer, that it makes no difference. 


Do you not hold yourlelf refponfible in your character to the public 
for the truth of the Reports fent to St. james’s, to which you fign your 
name? 

I have never figned my name to any thing that I had not thought 
true, or very near true; We have always taken it in the moft favourable 


light. 
Would any argument or motive have induced you to fign your name 

to a lefs favourable account of his Majefty’s fituation than, in your own 

conviction and confcience, you thought the fact was? 
Certaiuly not, - 


Did 
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__ Did yot: ever endeavotir to induce Dr. Willis to fign any aécounit of his 
Majefty’s health, which he (Dr. Willis) declared not to be correét, of 
fufficiently favourable, according to Dr. Willis’s opinion ?—Never. 


Did Sir George Baker ever inform Dr. Willis that it was ufual for 
Phyficians to fign their names to ftatements of faéts, which they were 
not fure were true and correct, for the fake of agreement? 

Never.+-I fuppofe I know what that alludes to. 


To what doés that allude? ” 

It alludes to this:—One morning, when the Report was to be fent to 
St. James’s, his Mayjefty was reported to have flept four or five hours E 
think--Dr. Willis infifted that the Report fhould run—s** His Majefty — 


‘© has had a very good night.”—~Sir Lucas Pepys, who was there, and 


myfelf, faid that we were very willing to fay it was a good night—Dr. 
Willis peremptorily infifted that it fhould be written ‘* A very good 
*< night ;”? otherways he would not fign it.+«I faid to Dr. Willis, upon 
this occafion, I never knew an inftance, before the prefent, when, i 


‘matters of no importance, one Phyfician did not yield to two ; however 


T will have no difpute with you, I will allow it to be a very good 
night. ; 

Thefi you confine your opinion, that one Phyfician fhould yield to 
two in matters of little or no importance? I do. | 


On whofe report and authority did you form your judgment, with re- 
fpect to the manner in which his Majefty had paffed the night ? 

On the report and authority of the Pages, the Medical Attendant, 
and Dr. Willis. 


Whether Sir George Baker does not conceive, that if the fact of the 
manner in which his Majefty paffed that night was difputed, the Medi- 
eal Attendant, and others, from whom Sir George Baker received his - 
information, would be the perfons who could give the moft correé 
account of that fact to this Committee >——=Certainly. 


~ Do you recollect whether the Medical Attendant, or other perfons at- 
tending; or any of them, faid that his Majefty did pafs a very good night ? 

I really cannot recollet—tHere is fo little difference between a good 
hight, and avery good night, that I did not think it worth charging 
my memory. 


Sir George Baker then cannot fay, upon recollection, that they did 
not fay that his Majeity had paffed a very good night? ; 

I do recelleG& that Dr. Willis’s fon did ttate; that it was a very good 
night; as to the others, I cannot recolleét. 


Did Dr. Willis’s fon fit up with his Majefty ? 
_ LT really do not know. Pe 

Ts it ufual for his Majefty to be attended by Dr. Willis’s fon fhvougk 
the night >No. 


Does Sir Georgé Baker conceive, if the medical attendant, and the 
other perfons whom Sir George Baker underitood atiually to have’at- 
, tended 
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tended his Majefty through the night, had reported to him that his Ma- 
jetty had had a very good night, that he fhould have hefitated to ha ye fo, 
ftated it in the account? ge sit 
I muft obferve, that the medical attendants do not fit up with his Mae 


) jefty, fo that our Report depends upon the Pages ard Dr. Willis’s men. 


Whether the medical attendants are perfons who could give the moft . 
correct information to this Committee, of the fact how his Majefty paffed 
the night? 

Certainly, if the medical attendant did not fit up, he could not. 


_ Whether you do not think that thofe four medical attendants on his 
Majeifty are capable of giving information, refpecting his Majefty’s fitua- 
tion, worthy the attention of this Committee, in addition to the informa- 
tion they receive from his Majefty’s Phyticians? ite ee 
The four medical attendants are very fenfible men; each of them ftays . 
in the hoafe 24 hours in his turn; and I think each of them capable of 
giving this Committee fatisfaction with refpect to any queftions they may 
afk, 


Whether thofe Gentlemen have not frequent accefs to his Majefty 


"When the Phyficians are not prefent?—-They have. 


_ Whether they do not examine into the ftate and manner in which his 
Majetfty paffed the night, previous to the arrival of the Phyficians? 
They ufed to do fo till lately. 


How long liave they ceafed to do fo, and upon what account ? 
IT think it was laft Saturday morning, that L faw a paper ftuck up over 
the chimney of the Pages room, with an order to this effect: <* No one, 


_ €© except the Pages, is allowed to go to his Majelty, except introduced by 


¥ 


6 one of the two Dr. Willis’s.” 


“When was you at Kew before that time?, 
That muft be Tharfday. 


Was the paper not there then? 
I did not fee or hear of it. | | 


Does Sir George Baker conceive that he muft have héard of it, if any 
fuch order had been then iffued ? ages 
I conceive that 1 muft have heard of it. 


Does Sir George Baker know of any inftances of improper perfons - 
having been introduced to his Majefty’s apartment, either by the Phytixs 
cians or others, to caufe the iffuing of that order?—=No. | : 


By whofe authority was that order iffued? a6 
: afked Dr. Willis; he faid that he wrote it, without any further 
an{wer. 


Did Sir George Baker converfe with any of the medical attendants 
refpecting thattorder, or underftand from them that they were excluded 
by it from entering, as they were ufed to do, his Majeity’s apartment, 


-unlefs with the permiffion of Dr. Willis or his fon? : 


It was generally underftood by the Phyficians, that the order was in= 
tended to exclude them and the medical attendants, unlefs introduced by 


- Dr. Willis or his fon. _ , 


aS, ay ee a er hg 
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“Did Sir George Baker Waa either from ¢he ‘Phyficians, or from any. 
of the medical ‘attendants, ot reafon affigned, as the probable caute of 

that order j—-No. | 


‘Was Sir George Baker at Kew on the Friday before that Pat uraRy, , 
No. 


“If there has been any error ‘or imperfection in the account weak to St. - 
Jame:’s, does Sir George Baker conceive it to have confifted in reprefent- 
ing his Majefty’s fituation worfe than it 1s? 

‘if there has been any error or imperfection, it has been in reprefenting 
his Majefty’s ftate better than it is. . 


“Ts it ufual, when a patient is put under the care of a perfon who has 

. made this particular branch his ftudy, for that perfon to be confulted re- 

{pecting the perfons by whom the patient is to be feen, or attended, and 

the time? 
“When I attend a patient, with Dr. Munro, he and I coda and fettle 

the times of attendance—the Apothecary goes in without his leave—and 
there is a certain attendant or two always with the patient. ; 


. Whether the Phyficians, or fome of them, fince this order was made, é 
have daily feen his Majetty 3 
, Always, with Dotter Willis. 


Whether; previous to the iffuing of that order, and fince Dr. Willis 
has been attending his Majeity, Sir George Baker has not had frequent 
opportunities of {eeing and converfing with his Majefty, not in the pre- 
fence of Dr. Willis or his fon? 

‘When his Majefty firft came from Windfor to Kew, I conceived that I 
was at liberty to vilit his Majeity at any time; but afterwards I found it 
was difagreeable to Dr. Willisthat I fhould goin without him, and there- 
fore I have of late very ses. if ever, vilited his Majetty but in com 
pany with Dr, Willis. | 


Whether Sir George Baker thinks he can nae as accurate a jadgment 
of the actual ftate of his Majefty, from converfing with his Majefty in the 
prefence of Dr. Willis or his fon, as when allowed to converfe with his 
Majefty as he had ufed to do? | 

In my opinion, it makes very little difference. 


Whether, by Dr. Willis’s advice, a courfe of medicine has been pre- 
{cribed to the King, different from that which had been previoufly ufed, 
_or would have been otherwife recommended by his Majeity’s Phyficians? . 

No medicine has been given the King, fince Dr. Willis’ s arrival, but 
with the confent of the other Phyficians. . 


Queftion repeated. 
"'T bebfeve there was one pill of edith given. fo the King by Dr. 
Willis’s defire, but I know of no other. 

Whether that had the defired shark in promotiag his Misjety” s convale- 
fans: oe 

It had the common effect of purges, and no other. . 

Whether before Dr. Willis’s arrival, the peculiar mode of coercion and 
management, which -has been fince ufed, had been employed in the fame | 
way, or in an equal degree? 

either in the fame way, nor.in an equal degree. 

Have they produced that effect towards the King’s convalefcence, 
which was not experienced from the former management 2 | 

. They 


et 


/ 
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yey have made his Majefty quieter, more manageable; but Iam 
_ vt fure that any thing has been done by them towards convalefcence. 3 


Is Sir George Baker fure that it was on Saturday the 3d inftant, 
that he firft faw the order that no perfon fhould be admitted into the 
King’ § apartment without the leave of Dr. Willis, or his fon? 

It is a thing I would not take my oath to, but I believe it to be fo. 


Did you then hear that any difpute, or material difference of opinion, 
had taken place on the preceding day, between Dr... Willis and Dr. 
Warren? 

I had heard it before I faw the paper, and that it oe on the 
Friday. 


Did you underftand that it was upon the information received from — 
fome of the medical attendants, who had then acceis to his Majeity’s — 
apartment, that Dr. Warren had in fome meafure fupported the eae 
he maintained ?—I certainly did. 


Do you recollect that Mr. Charles Hawkins’ authority had been 
~ quoted by Dr. Warren, on that occafion ?: 
I heard that it had been quoted. 


_ Does Sir George Baker conceive,. that Dr.\ Warren, or himfelf, or any 
other Phyfician attending his Majefty, would now be deprived of the 


fame means of information refpecting the itate of his Majefty in their 


abfence, upon which Dr. Warren then formed, in part, his judgment, 


_yniefs with the permiffion or confent of Dr. Willis or his fon? 


If that ofder, fet up by Dr. Willis, takes place, it will not be in the. 


power of any of thofe medical gentlemen to give us any information. 


How long have you been employed as P] 1yfician to his Majefty ? 
Ever fiance the death of Sir Richard Jebb—about a year and a half, L 


: think. 


. 
Has Sir George Baker attended his Majefty only, or has he been em- 


' ployed in attending the Royal Family? 


Both his Majeity and all the Royal Family: I mean the ian at 


-‘Windfor, and at Kew. 


Is Sir George. Baker now employed to attend on sis Royat F amily } Pe 
Only the King—not the Royal Family. pt 


Whether there has been any dire&t or indire@ attempt made, by any of 
the Phyficians, at any time, to controul or influence you with refpect to» 
the account to be given of his Majefty’s fituation? 

None. 

Withdrew. 


Do&or. HENRY REVEL REYNOLDS called j in, che examined. 


Whether, in his opinion, the ftate of his Majefty’s ‘health does, or 
does not, continne to be fuch as to render his Majefty incapable, either 


_of coming to Parliament or of attending to public bufinefs? 


Tt does render him incapable, unqueitionably. 


What hopes does Dr. Reynolds now entertain of his Majefty’ $ reco= 
very: 
I think there are the fame hopes. now that: eh were-before ; not lets, 


“tainly, 
4 » vi D 2 Cay 
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' Can ‘Dr. Reynolds now form any judgment, or probable conjeéture, of 
_ the time that his. Majefty’s illnefs is likely to laf? 
_ No, I cannot. ice 


Whether, in his Majefty’s diforder, Dr. Reynolds fees any prefent 
figns of convalefcence ? : | 

His Majefty is more quiet, more obfervant of the admonition of his 
Medical ‘attendants, in perhaps a ftill better ftate of general health, 
which are favourable circumftances, and which, I hope, lead to amend-~ 
ment; but Icannot fay that there is any actual amendment at prefent in 
his Majefty’s principal complaint. 


Whether, in Dr. Reynolds’s judgment, the chance of his Majefty’s 
recovery (all circumftances that have fallen within his obfervation being 
duly attended to) 4s greater, or lefs, than it was at the time Dr. Rey-_ 
nolds was examined before the former Committee? or whether, in his 
judgment, the chance of his Majefty’s recovery is as good as it then wasP 

The chance of his Majefty’s recovery is certainly as good now as it was 
then, in my opinion. 


Does Dr. Reynolds conceive that the duration of his Majetty’s Pe 
up to this time (all circumftances of his Majefty’s qafe being duly at- 
tended to) does, or does not, decreafe the chance of his Majetty’s reco- 
very? met 
' ‘The duration hitherto certainly does not militate againft his Majefty’s 
recovery; few recover fo foon from fuch maladies. ; 


Whether, from Dr. Reynolds’s obfervation, his Majefty does, or does 
not, appear to be more eafily controuled now than he was a fortnight 
ago, under the fame fpecies of care and management? | 

I think his Majefty is more eafily controuled, 


_ Inthe judgment of Dr. Reynolds, and according to his obfervations in 
cafes of this kind, is the circumftance that @ patient is more eafily con- 
trouled, a favourable circumftance towards his recovery ? 

It is frequently a previous ftep to it, 


Whether it is ufual, in cafes fuch as his Majefty’s, for Phyficians, who 

have not made fuch cafes their particular ftudy, to callin the aMiftance of 
phyficians who have made thofe cafes the fubje€t of their particular ; 
attention ? : 
_.. That depends very much upon the particular circumftances of the pa- 
tient in many refpects ; in the firft place, the pecuniary circumftances of 
the patient influence you in propofing a confultation with another Phyfi- 
cian: In the next place, it will depend upon the fymptoms of the par- 
ticular patient; if no reftraint or coercion is neceflary, from the parti- 
cular circumftances of the cafe, every Phyfician of experience will, 1 have 
no doubr, think himfelf competent to conduét a patient in fuch a cafe: [ 
mean at the fame time to be underftood, that in that cafe, as in every 
other, no liberal man will have any objection to a confultation if called 
for, ‘ 


If, in this diforder, reftraint and coercion does become neceffary, whe- 
ther Phyficians of general practice do not ufually call in the affiftance of 
Phyficians who have made this branch of medicine their particular ftudy? 

lt is ufval, and for thefe reafons amongft others—that Gentlemen: 
who have dedicated themfelves to that particular object of pratice, ) 

. have 


: & 
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have ufually houfes of reception for patients fo circamftanced, which 


they fuperintend; from them, therefore proper afliftance. cam: be pro- 
cured 5 and as it is neceflary to avoid all caufes of emotion in fuch pa~ 
tients, it may be proper to remove thofe patients from their own families, 
that the objects, which are moft apt to excite thofe emotions, may be 
kept from them. 

Dr. Reynolds fays, that it is ufual for thefe reafons amongft others 5 
what are thofe other reafons? : 

I canfot recolle& all thofe reafons immediately ; fome of them. are, 
perhaps, points of etiquette. We fhould be glad to have the benefit of 
the experience of fuch Phyficians in cafes of this kind. . 


Whether fuch Phyficians, who have made this branch of medicine 
their particular ftudy, donot, from their conftant opportunities of making 
obfervations upon the cafes of perfons fo difordered, acquire the habit 


_ of judging better upon the probability of the recovery of patients, than 


other Phyficians who have not made that branch of medicine their par- 
ticular ftudy, and who have not the fame conftant opportunities of 
making the like obfervations? | > “@ 

That muft in a great meafure depend upon their relative capability of 
obferving, and upon their fidelity in recording what they obferved ; thofe 
being equal, the greateft experience muft have the preference. 


Would Dr. Reynolds think a perfor, who has made this branch of 
medicine his particular ftudy for twenty-eight years, and under whofe 


care nine out of ten of the perfons who have been put under that care 


within three months after they had begun to be afflicted with that diforder 
had recovered, a perfon fkilful in fuch cafes? 
3 Yes, if I could believe the fa&. | 


Whether, to induce Dr. Reynolds to believe fuch a faét, he would not 


_ require fome further evidence than the affertion of the perfon who ftated 
himfelf to have been fo fuccefsful? 


I certainly fhould require further evidence than the affertion of any 


man, to induce me to believe fuch a faét. 


Does Dr, Reynolds confider an affertion made before this Committee, 


though not upon oath, as made under an obligation, on the part of the 
perfon making it, to {peak the truth, equal to an aflertion made upon 
oath? I confider myfelf under the fame obligation. 


If a Phyfician of long experience aflerted that he had from eight to 
ten patients ufually at a time, for five years together, in a houfe, and 


never had more than four patients who were not cured within the year, 


and continued well as far as he ever knew; and that, if any of thofe 
perfons had relapfed, he believed, from the partial opinion of their fa- 
milies, he fhould have heard of it; he would require further evidence of 
the truth of that faét ?. \ 

I thould not be fatisfied without further evidence than aflertion, though 


‘Ido not mean to impeach the credibility of any one. 


Whether, in Dr. Reynolds’s opinion, his Majeity’s bodily ftrength has 
increafed, or declined, during the laft month? 

His Majetty’s bodily ftrength certainly has not declined ; I am not 
competent to judge of any increafe of it, for it is not put to any exer- 


tion ; he appears to be alert and active. © 


vd 


‘Whether Dr, Reynolds thinks his Majelly’s bodily health thriving or 


declining? 


i 
I think his Majefty’s general health is improved within the laf moath, 


Whether Dr. Reynolds now entertains hopes of his Majefty’s more 
fpeedy recovery from his prefent malady, than when he was laft examined ? 
' It is impoffible to afcertain the time, I cannot venture even to hazard 
2 conjecture. ree 4 

Whether, after it has become neceffary to refort to thet particular mode 
of coercion applied by perfons particularly coxverfant in that branch of 
medicine, the patient fo coerced is to be confidered as affected with the 
diforder in a greater degree than before fuch coercion became neceflary ? . 

‘There is a ftate without turbulence, which equally incapacitates a per- 
fon from tranfacting bufinefs as the turbulent itate which does require 
coercion. 


e 


In which of the two flates 1s there a greater profpe& of a {peedy re- 
covery ? 
When a patient afilitted with this malady, who has been turbulent, 
ceafes to be fo, he may be faid to be in a:ttate more favourable to recovery 
than while he continued in this turbulent ftate. | 


Whether Dr. Reynolds knows, or has any grounds of informing the 
Committee, whether the majority of perfons afflicted with this malady 
at his Majefty’s time of life have recovered ? , 

I have not fathcient grounds to an{fwer that queftion. 


Do you confider a perfect ftate of bodily health, co-exifting with a 
- €omplete mental diftemper, a very good fymptom towards recovery of 
the mental diforder? pinata 

Tf a patient fhall have been feveral months, perhaps a year, afflicted 
with the mental diforder, which diforder remains without diminution, | 
fhould not confider perfect bodily health as promiffory of recovery from 
the mental diforder. . oe Se 

Whether the improvement of bodily health, without any proportionate — 
improvement of mental fanity, becomes a probable fymptom of mental 
convalefcence? in a recent cafe I think it is. 


Whether, in the cafe before us, a ftate of quiet has not often fucceeded 
a flate of irritation, and a ftate of irritation a ftate of quiet—-and what 
was the difference obferved in each fate with regard to mental fanity in 
this cafe? | | : | 

There have been frequently fuch viciffitudes, and there have been nearer 
approaches to reaiou in a flate of quiet than in a ftate of turbulence; but 
I thick not invariably fo; this is to the beit of my recolleétion at prefent. 


Was Dr. Reynolds prefent at a difcuflion which took place on Friday 
the fecond initsnt, between Dr. Willis and Dr. Warren, refpecting the 
account which was that day fent to St. James’s? I was. we 


Relate what paffed upon that occafion. teoue. 

Whes Dr. Warren came down to Kew on Friday morning the fecond 
initant, I faw him before he vifited his Majefty, and told him how I had 
found his Majetty the evening before, and that morning when I vifited © 
him... After‘Dr. Wafren had waited upon his Majefty, he cameintothe _ 
room where we ufually confult, and, after agreeing upon the prefcription 
for the day, we proceeded to confider what report we fhould fend to St.. 
James’s; there were then prefent in the room, Dr. Warren, Dr. John 
Willis, and mylelf; and, as nearly as t can recolleét, Dr. Warren and I 
agreed upon this Report: .‘* His Majefly pafled yelterday quietly, has. 

. a er he See | 


Sere ee 

‘© had a very good night, and is calm this morning.” J wrote it, read 
it-over, and Dr. John Willis objected to it, alledging that it was not 
defcriptive of his’ Majefty’s amendment, for that he certain!y was much 
better, having, on the preceding day, aud on that morning, faid many 
pertinent and rational things. Dr. Warren contended, that feveral 
things faid properly proved nothing ; but that fome things faid immedi- 
ately afterwards improperly were decifive. Dr. John Willis contended, 
that a mitigation of fymptoms was amendment. Dr. Warren did not 
confider that any amendment could take place, till there was an interval 
of an hour, or more, of reafon and judgment. While they were in this 
argument, Dr. Willis, fen. came in, was fhewn the Report intended ta 
be fent to St. James’s, and did not at firft reading it difapprove of its 
but upon Dr. John Willis’s obferving, that it did not contain {6 favour 
able an account of his Majefty’s fituation, as the Report which had been 
fent on the preceding day, he objected to it, contending that there was 
a material amendment, which ought to be reported.—Dr. Warren and 
myfelf, not feeing his Majeity’s flate in the fame light, thought that 
the Report held out fufficient hopes to the public.’ Doéors Willis (f 
think both, but I am certain Dr. Willis, fen.) obferved that the Queen 
would not fuffer it togo fo; andI cannot exatW recolle& what words im- 
mediately followed, Hat Dr. Willis, fen. addrefling himfelf to Dr. War- 
ren, faid ‘‘ that it would fall upon him 2 ‘That expreffion I particularly. 
remember. ~—We talked again upon the fubje&t, and drew up the follow- 
ing Report: ‘* His Majetty pafled yefterday much in the fame manner as 
«* he did the day before, has had a very good night, and is this morn 
ee ing as he was yefterday.”? This Report was carried up Rairs, and 
when returned, it was accompanied with a defire that we would add to 
the end of the laft fentence, ‘* continuing mending: I fpeak to the 
beft of my recolleétion.—This feemed to Doctor Warren and myfelt 
more than the ftate of his Majefty authorized us to fay. _ ‘Door Warren 
- therefore defired the honour of an audience of her Majeity, which was 
granted; and when he rcturoed, the laft part of the Report was altered 
4s follows: and is this morning in a comfortable way,” inftead of 
«* is this morning as he was yefterday.”’ I fpeak from memory—I have 
no. notes. Dr, Willis continued arguing warmly with Dr. Warren, 
while I was writing the three Reports—they were in the next room to 
that in which I was writing——the door wide open; and I heard Dr. Willis 
fay to Dr. Warren, amongtit other expreflions of difagreement with him 
in opinion, that if Dr. Warren held the ‘opinion which he maintained, 
that it impeached his common fenfe, or fomething elfe; to which Bi. i 
Warren made no reply, only defired the perfons prefent, among whona 
were Lady Harcourt, Lady Charlotte Finch, and Genera! Gordon, to. 
obferve that Doétor Willis had made ufe of fuch. an expreffion. a. 
Warren conducted himfelf, through the whole of us unplesfant bufi- 
nefs, with admirable temper. ‘ 


_-Does Dr. Reynolds recollect fufficiently the converfation which paffed 
. between Dr. Warren and Dr. Willis upon that Friday, to take upon 
- himfelf to fay pofitively, whether the following circumftances occurred 
between thofe perfons at any time that day; namely, Whether Dr, 
Willis afked this queftion of Dr. Warren, or any queftion to this effe@: 
«< If a perfon in fuch an indifpofition as his Majefty, fhould not fay ane 


—«¢fenfible word in twenty-four hours, and in the next twenty-four fhould 


“« fay but one word, that he would not fay sas was not indifpofed, 
“* Whether 
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<* Whether Dr. Warren. fhould not think him better.’? If any fuch 

queftion, or any queftion to that effect, was afked by Dr. Willis, whether 
Dr. Reynolds can fay pofitively, that Dr. Warren: did, or did not, an 
fwer «* No,’ or what other anfwer he gave to it? 

I think I recolle@ that fome fuch queftion was propofed by Dr. Willis 
to Dr. Warren, but I do not remember that Dr. Warren faid ‘* No; 
“as he admitted, if a perfon in the fituation of his Majefty, was for the 
fpace of one hour or more, like himfelf, that he fhould think him 
mended. I remember this obfervation was madé by one of the Dr. 
Willis’s to Dr. Warren, or fomething to this purpofe, ‘* You will not 
‘© allow a perfon in this ftate to be better till he is well?”’—=** Yes, F 
<« will,” faid Dr. Warren, “* when I fee him have an interval, for the 
ds {pace of an hour or two, of reafon and judgment, but not till then,’ 
This is as nearly as I can recollect. 


Does Dr. Reynolds recolle& what were the words which Dr, Warren ~ 
had ufed immediately before one of the Dr. Willis’s faid to him, ** You 
** will not allow a perfon in this ftate to be better till he is well?” 

No, I do not. 


Is the Committee to underftand, that Dr. Warren did not anfwer to 
Dr. Willis in this argument, ** that he fhould think no perfon better till 
«* they were perfectly well ?”’ 

Dr. Warren did not fay that 1 in my hearing. 


- Did he a. in Dr. ae s hearing, ** that he fhould think a per» 
s¢ fon better if he was himfelf for an hour or two? 
~ Yes, he did. 


Does Dr. Reynolds hold himfelf refponfible in his charatter to the 
public, for the truth of the accounts fent to St. James’s, and figned in 
his name ? 

I have always withed to give, in that Report, as favourable an account 
of his Majetty’ s health as I could confiftent with truth. 


Did Dr. Rivaatds ever endeavour to induce Dr. Willis to fign any ac- 
count of the King’s fituation, by any vehement argument or difpute, 
which Dr. Willis declared to be contrary to his opinion ? 

Never. 


Did Dr. Reynolds Eyer anformDr. Willis, that it was ufual ee Phy. ’ 
ficians to fign their names to ftatements of facts, which eee are not fure 
are true or correct, for the fake of agreement ?- seg vitae 

I never did. 


Did Dr. Reynolds ever tell him, that in fuch matters the opinion of - 
one fhould give way to the other two, and that he was furprifed he 
fhould hefitate about it? , 

No. ne 


Should not Dr. Reynolds confider the figning his name to any account 
fent to St. Jamés’s, which tended to miflead the public into a lefs favour- 
able opinion of his Majefty’s ftate than the fact warranted, 4s equally — 
culpable in him, as the giving untrue information to this Committee A 

1 fhould think it ses! culpable to do fo. ; 

- | * When — 
9 , 7 


©. By | 
When did Dr. Reynolds firft hear of the order, that no perfon fhould. 
be admitted into his Majefty’s apartment, without the permiffion of Dr. 
“Willis, or his fon? a; 
I firft obferved that written order fixed above the chimney, in the 
Pages room, on Sunday laft. 3 


Does Dr. Reynolds know when it was firft put up? 
I underftood it was put up on Friday laft; it was not put up when I 
was laft in that room on Friday. , 


Was that the day on which the difference of opinion happened between 
Dr. Willis and Dr. Warren? | 
It was. _ , 


Did Dr. Reynolds or Dr. Warren in any meafure ground the opinion, 
which induced them that day to diffe from Dr. Willis, upon information 
received from Mr. Charles Hawkins, or other of the attendants who were 
then permitted to have accefs to his Majefty’s apartment ? 

I formed my opinion from what I perfonally. obferved in his Majefty. 


Did Dr. Reynolds hear Dr. Warren quote the authority of Mr. 
Hawkins’s reprefentation of the ftate in which the King had been in, in 
fupport of his objection to figning the altered Report? 

I did hear him. 


Does Dr. Reynolds know, or did he ever hear, of any improper pers 
fons having intruded, or being admitted into his Majefty’s.apartment, to 
make the iffuing of that prohibition neceflary? . 

I do not know any thing that has made that prohibition neceflary er 
proper. . 


By what authority did Dr. Reynolds underftand that notice or order 
to have been fixed up in the Pages room? | | 

As it did not feem to me to be figned by any perfon of authority, I 
paid no attention to it myfelf, and made no other enquiries about it, 
except whe put it there; and was told Dr. Willis; but I took a copy of 
it. I didhear Dr. Willis to-day, in the outer room here, fay that it was 
put up by the authority of the Lord Chancellor, which I did not heaf 
before ; he faid fo in my prefence, and, J think, in that of Dr. Gifborne, 


Whether, in Dr. Reynolds’s opinion, the four Medical Affiftants, who 
are in conftant attendance on his Majefty, are not competent to give infor- 
mation worthy the attention of this Committee, in addition to that of 
the Phyficians ? 

I think them all men of fenfe and judgment, and believe them to be 
‘men of integrity. Pai 

In what ftate did Dr. Reynolds leave his Majetty to-day ? 

Pretty much, I think, in the fame flate as when I faw him the time be- 
fore—a fiate of compofure and quiet, but notin a mended ftate refpecting 
his mind. 


Whether the four Medical Perfons do not, from time to time, report 
to the Phyficians the feveral circumftances of his Majefty’s cafe, in order 
to enable thofe Phyficians to form their judgment upon his Majefty’s cafe? 
_ The Phyficians form their judgment from what they hear of his Majeity 
in their abfence, and from what they perfonally obferve when they have 
the honour to wait upon him. i 
a ) . Whether 
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.» Whether the Phyficians do not receive information, with refpe& t 
“what paffes in their abfence, from the Reports of thefe Medical Gentle- 


“men, or fome of them? 
_ They do receive information from them, and require it from all wh 
they think are capable of giving them ufeful information. 


Dr. Reynolds having faid, that the chance of his Majefty’s recovery, 
-is certainly as good now, in his opinion, as it was when he was formerly 
examined before the other Committee—Is that Dr. Reynolds’s opinion,, 

after giving due attention to all the circumftances which he has mentioned! 
in his examination this day, and all other circumftances which have: 
fallen under his obfervation, and notwithftanding any difference of opi-- 
nion which may have arifen between any of his Majefty’s Phyficians ? 

It is my opinion, Withdrewe, 


Veneris, 9° die Fanuarii 1789. 


\ 


Doctor THOMAS GISBORNE called in, and examined, 


HETHER, in his opinion, the ftate of his Majefty’s health 

¥ ¥_ does, or does not, continue to be fuch as to render his Majefty 

“incapable, either of coming to Parliament, or of attending to publie 
bufinefs? | ae 

. I think him incapable of coming to Parliament, or of attending to 

public bufinefs. | 


What hopes does Dr. Gifborne now entertain of his Majefty’s re 
covery? — ; 


I think as before, that there are ftill hopes of his Majefty’s recovery. 


~ Can Dr. Gifborne now form any judgment, or probable conjecture, 
of the time that his Majeity’s illnefs is likely to laft ? | 
No, I cannot. 


‘Whether in his Majefty’s diforder Dr. Gifborne fees any prefent figns 
~-ofconvalefcence? | a 

I think the ftate of his Majefty’s bodily health is better than it wag 

we. : three weeks ago, and that he is more quiet jit may therefore be hoped, 
that thefe poflibly may be the prelude to further amendment, . 


Whether the ftate of his Majefty’s bodily health is now perfe€tly good, 
-or has been at any time fince the commencement of his prefent diforder? 
I think that can hardly be faid. : 


Whether his Majefty’s particular malady arifes from the fate of his 
bodily health, to which Dr, Gifborne alludes? | 
"No; I think not. 


Whether you have ever endeavoured to influence or perfuade Dr, 
Willis to join in any Report of the ftate of his Majefty’s health, contrary. 
to his, Dr. Willis’s judgment upon it?-omeNever._ eas : . 

, ge ee 
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“Do you know any other Phyfician that has oN 


Did you ever inform Dr. Willis that it was ufual for Phyficians to 
fign their names to ftatements of facts, which they are not fure are true 
or correct, for the fake of agreement? No. 


Did you ever tell him, that in fuch matters, the opinion of one -thould 
give way to two, and that you was furprifed he fhoald hefitate about | 
fuch matters? No. 


Would any motive or argument induce you to fign your name to thé 
account fent to St. James’s, refpecting the ftate of the King’s health, 


_ which you did not in your confcience believe to be fubftantially trie f 


giving information to miflead this Committee ? 


elfe, to prevent it. 


Certainly not. 


Should you not confider the figning your name to an account of that 
fort, tending to miflead the public into a lefs favourable opinion of his 
Majeity’s ftate than the fact warranted, in the fame point of view as 
Yes. 


Whether, if there has been errors or Repeietion | in the accounts fent 
to St. James’s, you conceive it to have confifted in reprefenting his 
Majeity’s ftate to be worfe than it is? 

I know of no error; and I was ever as cautious as pofible, that the 


-hopes or fears of the public fhould not be miiled, 


Whether the Report fent to St. James’s does not always contain a fall 
ftate of his Majetty’s real fituation ? 3 
I think it impoflible that it fhould. 


Has it ever mentioned his Majefty’s malady at all? 
I think his Majefty’s malady is eafily to be collected from +69 


Is there any thing in fuch reports that tends to give the public any 


idea of his Majefty’s convalefcence from, or growing worle in the fymp- 


toms of, his peculiar malady? 
There have hitherto hardly been any fymptoms of either kind to be. 


told. 


When did you fee or hear of the order that no ‘perfon fhould be 
admitted into his Majefty’s apartments without the leave of Dr. Willis 


or his: fon? 
I forget; I believe about a week ago. 


Do you know, or have ever heard, that any improper perfons have 


been admitted into his Majefty’s apartment, to make that. order 


neceffary? 
No; I know of no improper perfons. 


lege what authority do you underftand that order to have been imiea ge 
_ I was told it was put up at Dr. Willis’s defire. 


Whether you ever learnt, what tag Dr, Willis had for os 


op that order? 


I think I heard him fay he thought too many people went in to the 
King, and that the Chancellos advifed him to do that, or fomething 


" 2 * Had 
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.. Had too many. or any improper people been. admitted; to. your’ 
knowledge? 
“ Not to my knowledge ;—I was not conftantly there, therefore cannot 
tell. | 


\ __Were not three perfons of Dr. Willis’s own family, himfelf included, 
of the number of thofe who went in to the King ?——~Yes, al 


m Is there not one of that family who is no Medical Attendant ? 


__ One of them is a Clergyman, and, 1 believe, does not call himfelf 2: 
Phyfician. 


~ Does Dr. Gifborne know whether any perfons have gone in to his: 
Majelty at improper times ?—-No ; I do not. » 


Does Dr. Gifborne know whether his Majetty has, or has not, been pres, 
vented from fleeping, by the circumftance of any perfons going into his) 
room f=» No ; I do not know that. 


Has he been prevented from fleeping ? 


Ido not know. 
_ Did Dr. Gifborne underftand by that order, that the Phyficians thems 
felves were not to be permitted to fee the King, without Dr. Wilis’s or 
his fon’s permiffion ? | 


The words of the paper are, that no perfons, except the Pages, fhall’ 
be permitted. 


‘Then you did underftand it to extend te the Phyficians > Yes, 


Does Dr. Gifborne, when he goes to Kew, make enquiry of all or 
any of the four medical attendants, who are in conitant waiting on his 
Majeity, to affiit himfelf by their information in forming his opinion on 

- the King’s flate ?——Yes, I do. : : 


Does Dr. Gifborne conceive that he fhould be deprived of the means 
of material information, if ali thofe Gentlemen were excluded from ac- 
cels to his Majefty’s apartment 7-—Yes, 


f opi- 
is and 


Did Dr. Gifborne hear of any difpute, or material difference o 
nion, which had arifen on Friday, the 2d inftant, between Dr. Will 
Dr. Warren? None, relative to the treatment of his Majetty, 


Did you hear of any fuch difpute, or difference of opinion, relative to 
the flate or condition of his Majetty ? No. ae . 


Whether, in Dr. Gifbornie’s opinion, the four medical affitants, who 
a:e in conitant attendance on his Majefty, are not competent to give in- 
formation worthy the attention of this Committee, in addition to that of 
the Phyficians?——Yes, furely, ; 


Whether any medicine is adminiftered to the King, by the prefeription 
of Dr. Willis, unknown to the other Phyficians?——-No. © 0) >> , 
Whether there has been any particular medicine, at the faggeftion of 
Dr. Willis, and foon after his arrival; adminiftered to the King? 
Not withoat confultation of the reft, that I know of, 


Does 
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- Does Dr, Gifborne recollect Dr. Willis having recommended any. pare 
ticular medicine, in order to meet and counteraét what he, Dr, Willis, 
conceived to be the caufe of his Majefty’s malady ? 

I do not think I underftand the quéttion. 


Does not Dr. Gifborne imagine, from this account given by Dr. Wil. 
lis, viz. ‘* That from the particular detail of his Majefty’ s mode and 
‘* manner of life for 27 years, I do imagine, that weighty bufinefs, 
fevere exercife, and too great abftemioufnefs, and little reft, has been 
too inuch for his conftitution. It is very early. to give an opinion, 
and I may be miftaken, but [ am the more inclined to think myfelf 
right, becaufe the medicine that has been given his Majefty ever fince 
Sunday morning, and was intended to meet a and counteract thofe caufes, 
*¢ has had as much effet as 1 could with,” that Dr. Willis refers to 
fome medicine recommended by himfelf? 2 

[ {uppofe he does. 


“What was that medicine, which had the effe@ Sul by Dr. Willis, § in 
counteracting thofe caufes of ‘his Majeity’s malady, namely, “* weighty 


‘* bufinefs, fevere exercife, too great abitemioufnets, and little reft, for 
** a courfe of 27 years ?”’ 


J have not the Recipe in my pocket. 


Does Dr. Gifbarne recollect, whether there was any sited peculiar and 
new in the medicine ? 
The medicine was approved of in confultation by us all, 


- Have you no recolle&ion what it was, it having produced, as tr) 
Willis ftates, as much effect as he could wifh, and counteracting all 


; thofe caufes ? 


I think thefe are queftions fs Dr. Willis alone to anfwer. 


Had the medicine, in your judgment, any effet in meee and 
counteracting thofe cauies ? | 
-] think none of our medicines have had the etiect to Ks wifhed. | 


Was his Majetty grad ually better, from the firft fix hours after he tools 
it, to the time of your former examination before the Committee é ? 
Not materially, that I know of, | 


Whether, fince the order alluded to, Dr. Gifborne continues to have 
every means of obfervation and information which he deems neceflary to 
direct his judgment upon the aftual flate of his eel s health? 

_ Yes I have, 


Whether Dr. Gifborne obferves any material difference in his Majetty, 
at, fuch times as he vifits him in the prefe nce of Dr. Willis. or his fon, 


_and at fuch times when neither of thofe gentlemen are prefent?. 


I think he is more quiet when they are prefent. 


Does Dr, Gifborne know that any of the four medical affiftants have at 
any time been refufed admiffion to his Majeity, and thereby prevented 
from procuring the information neceflary to be laid before the Phyficians? 

I really do not know. 


Has Dr. ‘Gifborne ever heard them complain of any tach tefufal ? 
Ihave not heard them complains... 


Whether, before that order, any ‘of the bacllced attendants ok a 


Majefty early in the morning before any of the ieee i or fat up 
With-him in the night? 


saa a oh tes 
~Yesthey have, I believe, got up to-him in the night—TI believe they 
never fat up with him+—they have feen him early in the morning before 
the Phyficians. os AOS 


Whether, fince that order, they have been permitted to fee him as 
ufual, without Dr. Willis or his fon’s being prefent?. 
I don’t know. 


Since that order, in what manner, when thofe medical gentlemen are, 
called upon. by the Phyficians, do they make that Report *——do they. 
make it in the prefence of Dr. Willis and his fon, or by themfelves ? 

It is accidental whether they are prefent or not. 


Dr. Gifborne having obferved, that in the prefence of Dr. Willis or 
his fon, his Majefty is more quiet, he thinks—-Whether Dr. Gifborne 
apprehends that the reducing a patient labouring under his diforder into 
a ftate of quiet, is, or is not, likely to be one of the'meéans of bringing 
about his recovery ? / 

I think quiet to be good for fuch patients. 


Whether, if the effect of Dr. Willis’s prefence is to render his Majefty 
"more quiet, it does not make any judgment formed of the ftate of his 
Majefty’s mind at that time more uncertain ? 

No. | 


Whether Dr. Gifborne does not think that the judgment formed of the 
ftate of his Majefty’s mind, by a Phyfician feeing his Majeity in the pre- 
fence of Dr. Willis, might be different from that which he would form 
if Dr. Willis was not prefent? : } . 

Not if he were a Phyfician of judgment. 

Whether Dr. Gifborne, in his confcience, thinks, after duly attending 
to all the circumftances of his Majeity’s cafe which he has related to this 
Committee, and to all the circumftances of his Majeity’s cafe which have 
fallen under his obfervation, or come to his knowledge, and notwith- 
ftanding’ any difputes which may have taken place between his Majefty’s 

Phyficians, or any of them, either relative to his Majefty’s cafe, or other 
fabjects, that his Majefty’s chance of recovery is greater, or lefs, than it 
was, or as good as it was, when Dr. Gifborne was examined here by fe? 
former Committee? | | 
° Phe time elapfed is fhort, and therefore I think the chance as good. 

| | Withdrew. 


The Reverend Doctor FRANCIS WI LLIS again called in, and 


examined. 


Whether, the feveral circumftances of his Majefty’s cafe, which have 
fallen within your obfervation, or come to your knowledge, being duly 
attended to, you, in your con{cience, think that the chance of his Ma- 
jefly’s recovery is greater, or lefs, than, or as good as, it was when you 
was examined before the former Committee? | 

Much greater. 


When Dr. Willis fays, that the chance of his Majefty’s recovery is 
much greater, does he found his idea that the chance is. much greater 
upon his obfervation that, in his Majefly’s cafe, fuch circumiftances have © 
occurred as he has ufually obferved in the cafe of perfons who have la- 
boured under the fame malady and afterwards recovered ? 4 

i €S- ss Does 
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Doés Dr. Willis: confider his Majefty’s age as making a s thaterial diffe- 
rence in the chance of his Majeity’s recovering or not recovering, after 
duly attending to all the circumftances of his Majeity’s café which have 
fallen within his obfervation, and come to his knowledge? 

I do not judge that the age is of any fignification, unlefs the patient 
had been afflifted before with the fame malady. 


Dr. Willis having ftated to the Committee, that his Majefty, a fort- 
night ago, would take up books and could not read a line, but that he 
will now read feveral pages, and make, in his opinion, very good remarks 
upon the fubjedt ; Does Dr. Willis’s obfervation and experience of -what 
has happened in other cafes, enable him to fay that fuch a circumitance 
does, or does not, afford him a more folid ground of hope of his Majefty’s 
recovery, than he had when he was examined before the former Com- 
mittee ? 

Certainly a more folid ground of hope of his Majeity’s recovery. 


Is that hope the effeé&t of the Boéttor’s judgment, formed “sa hig 
experience of twenty-feven or twenty-eight years? 
Certainly. 


In the judgment of Dr. Willis, who has faid that his Majefty is very , 
irritable, is his Majefty more or lefs frequently in an aétual ftate of irrita- 
tion than. he was about the time when Dr. Willis was examined before 
the former Committee? 

Nothing near fo frequently irritated; and when irritated, the irrita- 
tion does not Jaft a tenth part fo long. 


Has Dr. Willis, in his obfervation and experience, or has he not, ree 
marked, that a change of the fame nature has ufually taken place in the 
cafe of patients who have afterwards recovered ?-—Yes, 


Dr. Willis having faid, in his examination before the feel ‘Com- 
mittee, that his Majefty’s irritation had then in a great’meafure fub- 
fided; Did Dr. Willis mean, when he fo exprefled himfelf, that the 
irritation -was at that time lefs than it had been when he firft faw his 
Majeity ? or did he mean to fuggett, that the irritation had then fubfided in 
fuch a degree as to make what Dr. Willis calls firm coercion unneceffary ? 

I was at that time in hopes that the irritability would not be fo great 
as to require any firm coercion; and perhaps, had there been no blifters 
applied to his Majefty’s legs, which had an effect upon his nervous fyf+ 
tem, which I was not aware of, from being told that his Majeity was. 
_ Scarce fenfible of the blifters that had been applied at Windfor, there 
never would have been any occafion for fuch coercion ; but his Majefty’s 
blifters not operating kindly, had a very extraordinary effect, as I 
thought, upon his whole fyitem, and made me fenfible that we were 
wrong in applying the blifters—though perhaps in the end they may 
not have retarded a cure.—For the fame medicines that I apprehend had 
abated his Majefty’s irritability at that time, have been continued ever 
fince, except about eight days; abe I pate reafon to think has had the 
intended effect. _ 7 


Whether, in point of fact, when Dr. Willis was examined before the 
former Committee, his Majetty’ $ Irritation at that time had in a great 
meafure fubfided ? 

It had fubfided greatly, in comparifon to what it was with. I firk 
came and firft faw his Majeity, and gave me yee hopes ena ne myedicin’ 
was given with a proper schioiola 

i 
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What did the medicine, which has had the effeét you {peak of, confit of 9 | 

The Bark and Saline Medicines occafionally. The Bark fometinies 
every “four hours, and fometimes a Saline Draught. 

Whether any pills were part of this fyftem of medicine? 

We thought it neceflary to give occafionally, within thofe eight days, 
Alterative Pills, with a very trifling part of Calomel. “te 

Whether his Majefty had not taken Bark before you prefcribed for 
him? | 

I underftoéd his Majefty had at Windfor, for one day or two,—but I 
do not know ;—upon enquiry, it was thought his Majefty was calmer 
afterwards. 3 | 

Whether the medicine which you mentioned in your examination 
before the former Committee, as having been given his Majefty fince 
the Sunday preceding that examination, was, according to the accounts 
which’ you had received, underftood to be different from the medicine © 
which his Majefty had been in the courfe of taking for fome time before - 
that Sunday ? i 5 . 

Very different, to the beft of my memory and information—Indeed it 
was mentioned to me, that it was intended to give his Majefty that 
medicine, if they had not expected my coming. 


Whether you, when you firft attended his Majefly, did not took over 
the file of prefcriptions made before you came to attend his Majeity ? 

I did not, but had a general account from Dr. Warren, as we went 
down to Kew, what medicines had been given. 


Dr. Willis having faid, in his examination before the Committee, that 
he kept a houfe for twenty-eight years for the reception of perfons 
affifted with this diforder; Whether he can give to the Committee an 
account of the grofs number of perfons entertained in his houfe, from 
his firft admitting fuch patients, to the prefént time? 

I can give no account. | | 


If you can give no account at prefent, have you no means, by confult- 
ing your papers, of giving that information to the Committee? | | 
Not any—I have not kept any account at all. 


Can you inform the Committee what number of perfons have been 
difmiffed from your houfe as radically cured, from the beginning of 
your undertaking this bufinefs? ? 

I can give no account ; nor have I been confined to one houfe or ten 
houfes, becaufe I put the patients to fuch places as fuited their pecuniary 
circum ftances. ; al 


Having faid that this bufinefs was not confined to one,, but-to many 


houfes, whether you can give any account upon the whole of the num- 
ber of perfons radically cured ?—-Not at all. : 


If you can give no account to the Committee of the whole number 
of perfons that have been received at your houfes, and no account of the 
ntimber of patients that have been difmiffed from your houfes as radically 
cured, upon what ground did you fay, in your former examination, that 
you do not think you fhould {peak faife, if you faid, that nine out of ten, 
of thofe that had been put under your care, within three months after they 
had begay to be affifted with the diforder, had recovered ? 

My firft calculation and obfervation, concerning the numbers cured, 
was from my remarking that the firit fifteen were cured ; and I had often 
recollecied, upon setrofpection, that tén had gone together, and that 

7 ; ae Dota ude I very 
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» I very rarely miffed curing any that I had fo early under my care: I mean 
radically cured. 


_ Whether, from all the circumftances Dr. Willis has ftated, in his an- 
fwers to the preceding queftions, relative to the actual ftate of his Ma- 
Jefty’s health, he has reafon to entertain hopes of his Majefty’s more fpeedy 
recovery, than when he was examined before the former Commision te 

Yes. 


Upon what particular grounds are thofe hopes founded? - 
- Becaufe every bad fymptom is abated—and his Majefty wil! attend to 
any fubject, in a much better manner than I ever hoped he woe do > 
within this period of time. 


W hesbes, in thofe patients, who nave been completely cured within 
five or fix months, a confiderable progrefs towards ats of convalefcence 
has been generally made within the firft month ?—No. 


Has the progrefs now made in his Majefty’s cafe, been as great, or 
greater, than has been ufually made within the fame time in fach cafes? 
I think greater, 


In Dr. Willis’s anfwer to the fecond Queftion put to him when he was 


aft examined before this Committee, why has he fpoken lefs pofitively 


ft 


of the certainty of his Majefty’s cure, as at prefent fituated, than he would 
of a patient under the fame indifpofition i in his houfe? 
On account of his {tation in life, which requires more attendance, and 
more perfons to fee his Majefty: Alfo, his Majefty’s ideas of who he is, 
and the feelings that his prefent indifpofition may occafion. 


Whether patients labouring under this indifpofition, while under Dr. | 
Willis’s care, are ufually under fuch a degree of controul in his prefence, 


_as to influence their converfation and behaviour? 


Very frequently. 


Whether a perfon, who has not particularly dedicated himfelf to this 
branch of medicine, is able to form a certain judgment of the itate of the 
mind of a patient fo afflicted, by feeing and converling with fuch patient 
only in the prefence of Dr. Willis, or of any other perfon who has ac-\ 
quired the fame degree of influence over the patient? _ : 

Yes, if they converfe with them for a length of time and frequently. 


Dr. Willis having faid tat he can give no account of the re ae who 
have been under his care, he is defired to inform the Committee, as well 
as he can from memory, what the number may have been? , 

They certainly amount to many hundreds; I have attended many in 
Nottinghamfhire and Yorkfhire, who were not in my houfe. 


Dr. Willis having faid that his firit 15 patients were cured; and had 
often recollected, on retrofpection, that 10 had gone together; does he 
mean to fay, t that he had often recollected one initance of 10 going to- . 
gether, or that he had recollected many inftances of 10 going fogetnent 

Several inftances of 10 going away fucceflively. 


Does Dr. Willis mean that 10 perfons, who had come fucceflively one 
after another, had all gone away cured, confequently that no one of thofe 
10 had remained uncured?. 

I mean that. : 3 
FB _ From 
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From Dr. Willis’s obfervations upon his Majefly fince his examination 
before the former Committee, is he confirmed or altered in his-opinion, 
that weighty bufinefs, fevere exercife, too great abftemioufnefs, and littic | 
reff, have contributed to occafion his Majeity’s prefent complaint? ! 
Yes, confirmed. 


From whence do you derive this confirmation of your opinion : ; 
From quiet, and the effect of tonic medicines. 


Whether thofe circumftances which Dr. Willis has particularly men- 
tioned i in ftating the ground of his more favourable hopes of his Majetty’s 
recovery, have been communicated or known to the other Phyficians ? 

T have told the Phyficians my opinion, and gave my reafons for it, and 
have kept nothing a’ fecret from them, 


Whether the pills you mention to have been given his Majefty within | 


thefe eight days have been given upon your fuggeition ? 
Yes. 


Whether you : recollea if any pill, with a portion of calomel in it, had 
been given a little before the time of your former examination? 

Yes; it was the firlt night I came, | believe it made two pills ; and it 
was thought right that his ‘Majefty fhould have a cathartic draught the 
morning after, in order to prepare him for the bark. 


? Whether the calomel pills were the medicine which you alluded to, 
when, In your former examination, you fay, <‘ that the medicine given 
‘« his Majefty ever fince Sunday morning, and intended to meet and 
se counteract the caufes of his Majefty’ 3 malady, had had as much effect 
* as you could with??? eee 

The pills and the draught were, as I faid before, preparative to his 
taking the bark, which was the medicine I alluded to. 


Whether the bark was given, at the time alluded to, by your fuggef- 
y, tion i p< - Yes. 


Withdrew. 


Doétor RICHARD WARREN again called in, and examined. 


Dri Warren defires the two following queftions and anfwers fo: Be. 
read ; > WIZ, 

Q. «Whether Dr. Warren ever faw any p.:per, purporting to bé a 
‘* copy of this letter fuppofed to be written at twelve o’clock at night 5 : 
6 and if he did, by whom the fame was fhewn to him ?”’ . 

SALE ET do not recollect that I ever faw a paper Parpornny to be 2 
f* copy of it.’ 


‘Q. «* Can Dr. Warren take upon himfelf to fay, that he never did 
eer Fee any paper purporting to be a copy of the leiter fuppoféd to be » 
&* written at twelve o’clock at night ?” 

A. ae No; ; I do not recollect that Paes? 


Dr. Warren then ftated, 

Late on Wednefday night the Committee afked me, Whether] had not 
feen a copy, or fomething that parported to be the copy of a letter fuppofed 
to be written by Dr. Willis to Mr. Pitt at twelve-o’clock at night, during 

the debate on the day of the firit diyifion in the Houfe of Commons. {[ 
could | not at that time recglled any thi ng to which I could apply’ the 
word 
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word ** copy” but the next morning I recollected, that on my atrival at 
Kew,, the day after I had heard the rumoar of fuch a letter being written / 
Sir Lucas Pepys informed me, that he hada meflage for me from the 
Prince of Wales, who had been at Kew the night before, and had or- 
dered him to deliver the meilage to me when I fhould come the next morn- 
ing. . Sir Lucas had taken the meflage down in writing, from his me- 
mory, foon after the Prince left him. The meffuge was to defire me to 
enquire into the fiate of his Majefty’s health at a. particular time, be- 
caufe the Prince had been informed, that a letter had been written by 
. Dr. Willis, flating, that the King was in a very good way at that time, 
~ when the Pines: had underftood that he really was not, fo, and then re- 
cited other words of the fuppofed letter, which I cannot recollect. kdo 
not remember that I took this paper from Sir Lucas. I remember that, 
in talking about this letter, I made ufe of the word ‘‘copy,’? when [ 
ought rather to have faid, that I had only feen an account of the letter in 
writing, The firft account of fuch letter being written, I learnt from ru- 

“amour; the next information that I had of it was from the meflage deli- 
vered to me by Sir Lucas Pepys. 


Whether, in confequence of the meffage delivered to Dr. Warren by 
Sir Lucas Pepys, -he did, or did not, afterwards inform the Prince of 
Wales of the enquiry which he had made, with refpe&t to the truth of 
the fuppofed fa& which was the fubjeét of that meffage, and of the cir- 
cumftances which had taken place between Dr. Wairen and Dr. Willis, 
‘an confequence of that enquiry? / 

I did; and the next day, or fecand day after, I acquainted the Prince 
that I had done wrong with refpect to Dr. Willis, as | could not find that 
any letter had been written by him at the time mentioned; that | muft 
retra& what I had faid to Dr. Willis, and acknowledge my error.——THe 
approved of my intended conduct, 


Is Dr. Warren ftill unable to name any other perfon befides Sir Lucas 
Pepys, from whom he received information that Dr. Warren had written 
the letter in queition? 

I pofitively declare, that I do not know from whom I fir heard the re- 
port, and I paid very little attention to it till Lreceived the mieltaes front, 
Sir Lucas. 


- “Had Dr. Warren, upon his laft examination, when he faid that he did 
not recolle& from whom he received his in Genhiion: that the letter men- 
tioned in the former queition had been written, wal faid, that the fub- 
ftance of the fuppofed letter had been ftated to him in general terms, for 
gotten the circumitance of the meflage having been delivered to hima 
from the Prince of Wales by Sir Lucas Pepys upon ihat fubdject, fuch as 
he has now itated ? / 

1 declare poiitively, from the fatten of examination, ye - fome other 
circumftance, I know not what, { cuald not recolleé it; ; I took pains 
about it as fogn as | Jeft the Committee, and, asl was going to Kew the 
next morning, I gradully made ic out, and immodiarel ly determined?to 
acquaint the Committee with it as foon as I had an opportunity, though 

I knew it was at the expence of appearing to have concealed the trutivihe 
night before. 


When did Dr. Warten put in writing what he had thus recollefted on, 
his road to Kew ?———+Soon after I got home yefterday. 

Did Dr. Warren communicate this Ashi to any body before he read it 
to the Committee? 
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“J communicated it to my brother this morning ; I read it to the Prince 
of Wales about noon; I read it over with my fon this afternoon. 

Does. Dr. Warren underftand that the Prince of Wales, having heard! 
the fame report which he (Dr. Warren) had heard before, defired Dr.. 
Warren through Sir Lucas Pepys, to enquire into thefe contradictory re-. 
ports, as itated in the meflage delivered by Sir Lucas Pepys? 

Yes. 

Did the Prince of Wales direct Dr. Warren to take any further mea- 
fare, or to make any communication to any other perfon on the fubjeét? 

No.—I am not quite fure whether he did not defire me to {peak to the 
Chancellor upon it. : , 


Whether Dr. Warren knows, or has any reafon to believe, that Dr. 
Wiillis has figned more favourable accounts of the King’s health than Dr. 
Willis believed to be true, though Dr. Warren differed in opinion with 
him? ‘ 

I cannot poffibly tell what Dr. Willis believes. 

Queftion repeated. 


Ido not know; I cannot affign any reafon to believe it, but thatit 
differs very much from my own way of thinking. 


Whether Dr. Warren has received any advice, counfel, or command, 
from any perfon, to reprefent the King’s malady in a worfe condition than 
‘ he found it? : 

No. : 


From whom did Dr. Warren receive directions, and to whom did he con- 
ceive himfelf accountable, in his conduét and attendance on his Majefty, 


while his Majefty remained at Windfor, fince the commencement of his 
prefent malady? ) 


The Prince of Wales, 


Did the Prince of Wales then take upon him to direét that the orders, 


advice, and regulations of the phyficians fhould be duly carried into ex- 
ecution? ; 


Yes. 


Whether, fince the order alluded to, forbidding any perfon to go into 
the King’s room, except introduced by Dr. Willis or his fon, Dr, War- 
__ren hascontined to have fuch means of obfervation and information as are 


_ fafficient to enable him to form an accurate judgment upon the ftate of his 


Majeity’s health? Ves. 

Whether Dr. Warren has obferved any difference in his Majefty, at fuch 
times as he has feen and converfed with his Majeity in the prefence of Dr. 
Willis or his fon, and at fuch times when neither of thofe gentlemen were 
prefent? : ae 

A very great difference; when Dr. Willis or his fon are prefent, his 


 Majefty is under great awe; when they are abfent, he talks and aéts very 
differently. ie ; 


Since the order alluded to, has Dr. Warren feen his Majefty, except in 
the prefence of one of the Dr. Willis’s? S. ‘a 
Yefterday I defired Dr. John Willis to retire while I was with his Ma-~ 
jefty, that 1 might obferve the difference of his behaviour, and report it 
to the Committee, if required—Dr. Willis retired-accordingly, and his 
Majeity immediately held a language very different from that which he 
ufed whe Dr. Willis was prefent, , reid 


we & 
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Was any other perfon in the room ‘befides Dr. Warren, when Drs 
Willis retired ? : 
Two of the pages. 


f. 


Whether, notwithftanding the order alluded to, Dr. Warren fill con- 
tinves to think himfelf fully authorized to vifit his Majefty as often as 
he fhall judge neceflary, without either of the Dr, Willis’s being prefent? 

I have made it a rule, ever fince Dr. Willis came, not to go in with- 
out afking the DoGtor or his fon, whether it was a proper time; but I 
fhould go in, notwithftanding that order, if I thought there was a necef- 


fity for it. 


Whether Dr. Warren does not think, that it is in general difcreet to 
afk Dr. Willis or his fon, whether the time at which Dr. Warren pro- 
pofes to go into his Majefty’s room, was a proper time for that purpofe, 
fuppofing there is no particular neceflity for ating otherwife ? | 

Certainly. 


Whether Dr. Warren has ever been prefent with his Majefty, when he 
has entertained himfelf with reading? wes 
Yes. : 


Has it been for any confiderable fpace of time, and upon a fubject 
which would require much thinking ? : | 
I have never ieen him read more than a line and a half ata time. 


‘Has that been lately? | 
The third time from hence that I was there—on Sunday laft, [ think. 


Whether Dr. Warren thinks that the King’s malady is lefs at thofe 
times of reading than at any other times? 3 

His manner of reading, when I have been prefent, is a flrong proof 
of the exiftence of his malady. . | 


Whether or no, the patient fuffering any writings or difcourfes to be 
read without interruption, by perfons who have acquired any influence 
over him, appears to Dr. Warren to be any fymptom of convaleicence? 

oO. 


Whether or no, fince the commencement of the King’s malady, the 
Phyficians have employed whatever fuccours the rules of their art, or, 


their experience, have fuggefted to them towards his recovery ? 
Yes, : 


Whether or no there are not certain diftempers fupervening on the 
original malady, fuch as fever, which are fometimes known tg aid in 
the cure of this diftemper? nO 

Gs. 


Whether any fever has come upon his Majefty fince the commence- 
ment of his malady ? | 


Yes. 


Has the diforder abated, in any remarkable manner, in confequence 
of that fever? s neaaieae | 
No. \ 


© Has not his Majefty had frequent and. refrefhing fleep from time to 


‘ time? 


Yes, 


e 


Has 
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Has not that: been known to be. of fovereign nit in the cure of this 
malady 3 ? 
A perfon fick in this manner is not likely to Got well without fleep ; 
but he may frequently have refrefhing fleep without advancing in his 
cure. 


How has it been in this cafe? 
Sleep has produced no advancement towards the cure. 


Has any rational made of controul and coercion been omitted ? 
Not that I know of, fince his Majefty came to Kew. 


Whether any progrefs towards a cure has been obferved in confequence 
of this controul? No. 


What was the method which the Phyficians meant to purfue, in the 
medical treatment of his Majefty, immediately previous to the arrival of 
Dr. Willis ? 

The method that we had fettled to purfue, was that of- endeavouring 
‘to reftore his Majefty to the. bett bodily health we could; to make his 
conftitution, if we poflibly could, fuch a one as a healthy man has at 
fifty.—-We attempted to give his Majeity the bark twice, I believe at 
Windfor, but fome circumflance arifing, either from fever, or fome other 
caufe, prevented our going on with it.—lIt was determined, I think, jatt 
before Dr. Willis came, that the bark fhould be attempted again; bur 
it was poftponed till the arrival of Dr. Willis, that we might talk with 
him upon the fubject.—I carried Dr. Willis to Kew in my chaife, and 
gave him an account of his Majefty’s mode of living, former habits, and 
prefent difeafe.—He agreed with me, that an endeavour to reftore the 
conftitution by the bark, and occafionally adding fome other medicines, © 
which we difcourfed about, was the moft likely way to reftore his Ma- 
jefty’s health again.—His Majefly was immediately put under this courde. 


Is Dr. Warren quite fure that the return of the ufe of the bark, after 
Dr. Willis’s arrival, did not happen on the fuggeftion of Dr. Willis 
It did not happen on the fuggeftion of Dr, Willis. 


a 


Whether the medicines juft fated by Dr. Warren to have been ufed 
during the period immediately preceding Dr, Willis’s arrival, were not 
of the clafs called Tonics? = 

I think they were not; but medicines preparatory to the ufe of the 


‘ bark. 


Whether tonics had not been ufed a fhort time previous to Dr. Willis’s 


arrival ? 
I do not recolle& any tonic but bark. 


Whether the bark itfelf is not of that clafs of medicines. called ‘tonic ? 
It is. 


What new medicines, not in the previous intentions of the Phyficians, 
were fuggelted by him, previous to the time of his examination before the 


former Committee? 
One of the firft things he propoled was calomel. 


What benefits were had from the calomel? > 
None, with refpect to the main complaint. a 


AW hether or no there has not been frequent returns of i Uritation,. fince 
ie time of Dr, Willis’s attendance on the King >= Yes, 
4 Were 
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_ Were the returns of thefe irritations owing to the ufe of blifters? 

Dr. Willis was of opinion, and declared, that he never knew blitters ap- 
plied to the legs of fuch a patient without benefit: the blifters were ap- 
plied, and, contrary to what happened when blifters were applied before, 
produced much forenefs and pain. The pain undoubtedly made his 
Majeity much more unquiet, increafed the neceflity of coercion,buat did 
not appear to me to increafe or diminith the grand malady. 


Whether or no Dr. Willis confented to the putting on of thefe blifters, 
upon areprefentation, that the King, when at Windfor, had been hardly 
fenfisie of pain from them? . 

That circumftance was mentioned to Dr. Willis, but I could not think 
it his motive for confenting to the putting on of the bliiters, becaufe he 
frequently talked of the great benefit that perfons, afflicted like his Ma- 
jefty, ufually received from blifters, and mentioned, if I miftake not, his 
having cured a perfon by the application of feveral blifters at once. 


Then there was no perfuafion ufed to induce Dr. Willis to confent to 
the ufe of blifters? No. 


At what time, to the beft of Dr. Warren’s recolleftion, were thefe - 
blifters ufed? 
I believe fomething more than three weeks ago. 


Has there been any irritation fince the bliftered parts have been healed? 
I am not quite fure that they are healed now, but certainly very near it. © 


Whether or no Dr. Warren has got the account refpecting the pro-. 
portion of perfons cured, who had been afflited with the. diforder about 
the age of fifty? 

I have not got it—I will endeavour to get it before. the Committee 

breaks wp, if L poflibly can, 


Whether Dr. Warren, in the difference of opinion which he had with 
Dr. Willis on‘Friday the zd inftant, told Dr. Willis that he fhould think 
no perfon better, till they were perfectly well, under fuch an indifpofition ? 

No. 


Do you recolle& Dr. Willis’s afking you, whether, if a perfon fo in- 
_difpofed fhould not fay one fenfible word in twenty-four hours, and the 
next twenty-four fay but one word, that he would not fay if he was not 
indifpofed, whether he would not think him better?—and, if fuch 
a queftion was put, did you anfwer to this, ‘* No?” 

1 don’t recollect that that queftion was fo put, therefore can fay nothing 
as tothe anfwer. _ ; 


Do you recolle& giving any opinion upon-that fabje@, and what was it? 

i ftated to the Doctor my rule of determining whether perfons fo in- 
difpofed had amended, which I mentioned in the former part of my 
examination, and the opinion J gave on recovery was founded on that 
rule. J remember that the doétrine of recovery, as derived from what 
happens in a fever, was declared by me, in contradition.to Dr. Willis, . 
as inapplicable to the diforder in queftion. 


Did you ever inform Dr. Willis, that it was ufual for Phyficians to’ 
fign their names to ftatements of facis, which they are not fuse are true 
and correét, for the fake of agreement? 

No, nor to that efiect. | 
, Did 
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Did you ever inform Dr. Willis, that in fach matters the opinion of — 
one fhould give way to the other two, and that you was furprized he 
fhould hefitate about it? | i 
No. ; 


Did you ever endeavour, by any vehement argument or difpute, to 
induce Dr. Willis to fign his name to any account refpecting the King’s 
ftate, contrary to his opinion? — nde 

I have endeavoured by debate, but not by vehement argument, to 
bring the Doctor over to my opinion, but never to perfuade him to a& 
contrary to his own. 


Do you confider yourfelf as refponfible in your character to the pub- 
lic, for the trath of the account fent to St. James’s, provided you fign 
your name? 

Yes, provided you do not mean the whole truth. — 


Should you not confider the figning your name to any fuch account of 
_ the King’s health, tending to deceive the public into a lefs favourable _ 
opinion of his Majeity’s flate than the fact warranted, in the fame point 
of view as giving information tending to miflead this Committee ? 

Yes. 


If there has been any error or imperfection in the accounts fent to St. 
James’s, has it, in your opinion, confifted in reprefenting the King’s 
jtate worfe than it is? ee 

No. 


When did Dr. Warren fee his Majefty laft ? 
Yelterday. : 


In what ftate did you then leave him? 
No better than fince the commencement of the diforder. 


Whether, Dr. Warren, having faid, in anfwer to a.queftion put to 
him by this Committee, that his hopes of his Majefty’s recovery ftand 
upon the fame foundation as they did when he was examined before, 
excepting that a little more time has paffed, which. does not add to 
his hopes, but is fo little that it hardly ought to fubtract from 
them—that is Dr. Warren’s opinion, after attending duly to all the cir- 
cumftances which have been ftated in his examination now relative to fu- 
pervening fever, the enjoyment of fleep, the ufe of coercion and controul, 
the frequent returns of irritation, the effect of blifters, the differences of 
opinion between the Phyficians, and all other circumitances in his Ma- 
jelty’s cafe, which have come to the knowledge, or fallen within the 
obfervation, of Dr. Warren? 

Yes. 


Whether or no, in faé, there has exifted a difference of opinion re. 
{pecting the treatment of his Majefty’s diforder ? | 

{here has been no difference of opinion with refpect to his medicines 
and diet. / 


Whether Dr. Warren has ever known a cafe of fo long difficulty and” 
continuance, and where fo many Phyficians have attended, where there 
- was lefs difference of opinion ?. 

No, with refpect to medicines and diet. 


Whether, 
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_ Whether Dr. Warren thinks that the difference of opinion, re{pedting 
the figns of convalefcence, has tended to forward, or retard, the cure, or 
to alter the mode of treatment ? 
It has neither forwarded: nor retarded the cure, nor altered the mode of 
treatment. 


Whether Dr. Warren, from the beginning, has grounded his hopes of 
his Majeity’s recovery, upon the fymptoms he has obferved in his Majefty’s 
tafe, or on calculations of the proportionate numbers cured to the perfons , 
affected: with this malady ? : | 

On the calculations. 


Whether there has been any difference of opinion among the Phyficians 
attending his Majeity, om any point, fince the commencement of his Ma- 
jefty’s diforder ? | 
_ Not with refpe&t to medicine and diet. Some difference of opinion at 
Windfor, whether his Majefty was not going to recover, about the end of 
his fever. 


As Dr. Warren ftated that he believes he is corre& in his account of the 
words ufed by Dr. Willis, viz. «© A certain Great Perfon will not fuffer it 
“* to go fo, and it will fall upon you,”’ and thought the converfation ma- 
terial enough to. put down a memorandum of it as foon as he returned 
home: can he ftate how long it was after he left Kew before he got home? 

T left Kew about twelve, 1 believe, and got home about fix. bee 


Did-Dr. Warren go ftraight heme? 
No, I went about my butfinefs. 


Whether Dr. Warren mentioned the particulars of the converfation to any 
body before he put them down in hts memorandum? 


“TV did. 
Withdrew. 


Sabbati, 10° die Fanuarii, 1789. 
The Reverend Dottor FRANCIS WILLIS again called in, and examined. 


PID Dr. Willis, when he: fpoke yefterday concerning the medicines 
which had been given to his Majefty between the time of his former 
examination and the Sunday preceding, mean to take upon himfelf to fay _ 
politively, either that thofe medicines had, or that they had net, been pre- 
vioufly thought of by the other Phyficians attending his Majefly ?_ 
I think I faid that they had been thought of. ie 


_ Do you mean to take upon yourfelf to fay, that of your own knowledge, 
and in your own prefence, his Majefty has, within the lait fortnight, read 
feveral pages of books, making at the fame time what were, in your opi- 
yee good remarks upon the fubject of them ? a 
, Ms 


G:.™ Whether, 


[ ye 

Whether, actording to the obfervations which your experience has en- 
abled you to make in cafes fuch as that of his Majefty, the patient’sreading 
or fuftering books to be read, in the manner in which his Majefty, has:done 
within this laft fortnight, is, or is not, a circumftance which has, in point 
of fact, happened where the patient has finally recovered? © et cer 

Yes, certainly, in feveral cafes, and it is more particularly favourable 
in his Majefty’s, as, within the {pace of fourteen days, or thereabouts, his 
Majefty could not attend to read at all. ode 

Whether your obfervation upon eafes in which recovery has been obtained, 
induces you to confider the circumftance of a patient having, from time to 
time, refrefhing fleep, as forming a folid ground of hope for recovery? 

It is neceflary to know the fleep that the patient formerly had required, 
to make the comparifon of any effect. 2 


Whether, from the accounts which you have received of the fleep which 
his Majefty formerly ufually had, and comparing the refult of fuch accounts 
with the refrefhing fleep which his Majefty has had, your obfervations and 
experience enables you to»determine one way or the other, whether the 
circumftance of his Majefty’s having had {uch fleep, is a ground to hope 
for recovery ? | 


‘By comparing the fleep his Majefty, I am told, formerly had, even after 
great fatigue, | am inclined to think that his Majefty has, for thefe laft fix 
or feven nights, had more fleep than one could expe&t from a perfon who 
has been ufed to fo much exercife, and has not been able of late to ufe 
any, 


Whether his Majelty is, within the laft fortnight, more or lefs quiet than 
he was previous to the time when you was examined before the former 
Committee? 


I cannot remember it ; but there is a prodigious difference indeed, ° 


Whether, judging from actual experience, and from what has occurred 
in the cafe of perfons who have recovered from this malady, you think 
that fuch alteration, as you mention in your anfwer to the laft queition, af. 
fords a folid ground of hope that his Majefty will recover? 

Yes, very folid grounds; for indeed I do not think his Majefty has one 
fymptom that ever attended an incurable, I mean, that he may have 
fymptoms that incurables have, but he has not fymptoms that mark an in- 
curable. ; 


Can you, from your experience, fay whether his Majefty has any fymp- 
toms that are never obferved in incurables ? iM. : 


I cannot fay. 


Dr, Addington having faid, in his examination before the former Com- 
mittee, that he hard great expectations that his Majefty’s diforder would end 
happily, from this circumftanee, ** That it had not for its forerunner 
*« that melancholy which ufually precedes a tedious illnefs of this fort,’? 
‘does Dr. Willis, judging from faéts and experience, concur with Dr. Ade 
dington in thofe expectations ? Pa | aba 


Entirely, 


ag ay 
_ Whether Dr. Willis and his fon have not, in point of fact; 4 greater in» 


_ fluence and controul over his Majefty than any other of the Phyficians who 


attend him? 

Certainly, mitch moye fo. | 3 

Whether Dr. Willis, judging from facts arid experience; does, or does fiot; 
think it abfolutely neceffary, in order to bring about the cure of his Majeity, 
that fome perfon attending his Majefty conftantly fhould have and exert that 
degree of influence and controul? 

Mof certainly. | ; 

Whether Dr. Willis, judging from fa&s and experience, can fay, that 
fuch irritations as his Majeity may have, when vifited by perfons in the ab= 
fence of thofe that have this degree of influence and controul, may; or may 
not, retard his Majefty’s recovery? It certainly may retard it. : 


Whether that effect muft not depend on the conduct of thofe perfons whe 
yilit his Majefty in the abfence of Dr. Willis ? 
- On their condua&, if his Majefty fees them frequently in the day ; but if 
only once in two or three days, it will difturb his Majeity, by creating freth 
ideas? : 


- Whether Dr. Willis is of opinion, that the other Phyficians who attend 
his Majefly, vifiting his Majeity in the manner they have done fince Dr. 
Willis attended on his Majeity, can have the effect of producing that irrita- 
tion, which Dr. Willis has faid may retard his Majefty’s recovery ? 

I have thought that it frequently has had that effect. 


Whether, fuppofing that Dr. Willis attended one perfon in the manner in 
which he now attends his Majefty, and had the care of another perfon, of 
whofe cafe he fhould receive accounts only every other morning, ne thinks he 
could promote the cure of his Majefty and{uch other perfon in an equal degree? 

The other perfon would not have other people to vifit him, and confe- 
quently to difturb him, and that therefore might poilibly balance the advans 
tage of my feeing his Majefty every day, or every hour of the day. 


Whether you have reafon to believe, that, in point of fa, any vifit of any 
Phyfician to his Majefty has waked his Majefty while he was fleeping, or 
prevented his Majeity from going to fleep? ? 

_ I believe it has happened, once in particular, his being prevented from 
going to fleep. . 


- What Phyfician was it ?—+—It was Dr. Warren. 


What circumftances formed the ground of Dr. Willis’s belief, that the 
vifit which he has referred to did prevent his Majefty from going to fleep ? 

The pages in waiting, and the attendants, affured me, that his Majeity 
was going to fleeps by obfervations I fuppofed they judged; from his manner 
of dropping his voice and breathing. 


Whether, previous to Friday laft, Dr.Warren and the other Phyficians had 
not ufually confulted you about the propriety of their going into his Majefty’s 
room at the particular time when they propofed to goin? 

Sometimes they have, and iometimes they have not. 


At the time you was informed that his Majeity had been prevented from 
going to fleeps did Dr. Warren confult you or your fon about the propriety | 
ef his going into his-Majeity’s room at that time ? 

A eee h L told 
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_. TY told the Doftor I thought ‘it was improper at that time, becaufe his 
Majeity had had a very bad night, and had had juft then half an -hour’s 
fleep, and the pages thought he was juft falling to fleep again. 


Whether his Majefty’s ftate at that time was fuch as, in your judgement, 
to create any particular neceflity for Dr. Warren’s going into his Majefty’s 
room, after you had ftated to him what you. have mentioned in the fore~ 
going an{wer? 


I know of none-—as coercion feemed to be the only thing neceflary if 3 
his Majefty could not ref. 


Whether you ftated to Dr. Warren the objection before mentioned fa 
Whether you can recollect what anfwer Dr. Warren gave you? 

When Dr. Warren went into the pages room, Mr. Braund, or Mr. 
Compton, the pages, defired Dr. Warren not to go in, in my’prefence 5 
and he {aid to them, as he had done to me, that he muft go in, for he was 
z {py upon them all. 


Are you pofitive that Dr. Warren gave that anfwer ? 
1 am very podlitive. 


Are you pofitively fure that thofe were the very words which Dr. Warren 
made ufe of, or do you only mean to ftate the effe& and fubftance of Dr. 
Warren’s words on that occafion ? 


The very words, which the pages have mentioned many times fince. 


Will you inform the Committee upon what day this converfation pafled ? 
I cannot fay, but it is down in a jowrnal. 


That day, 


Did you fhew that part of the journal which contains the account of. this 
matter to the two pages that you have mentioned, or either ofthem? ~ 
I have not. ts : 


When did you put this down in'the journal? 


- Whether you mean to admit and avow that you have figned reports of 
his Majefty’s ftate of health, propofed to be fent to St. James’s, which 
contained lefs favourable accounts of his Majefty’s health, than you think 
might have been given to the public, if the whole truth had been told 
them ? 

To be fure I have figned fuch as I would not have fent to any relation. of 
a patient that I was concerned for in the like fituation. 


Would the accounts, which you would have fent to the relations of other 
Beer have been more or lefs favourable accounts than thofe which have 
‘been fent to St. James’s ?——~ More favourable, in general. : 


_ Would it have been confiftent with the whole truth, m his Majefty’s 
‘cafe, to have given more favourable accounts in general ? 
In my opinion, more confftent. 


Will you flate to the Committee, what were your motives for giving lefs 
favourable accounts than might have been given in general, conitftent 
with the whole truth? : 

As it did not affect his Majefty’s health, or the cure of his Majefty, I 
fiened them rather than have any difpute about words. 


Do you mean to affert, that in your confcience you are fally perfuaded 


that you now {peak the truth, when youday, that more favourable accounts 
y : | of 
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ofhis Majetty’s Hite might have been given, in oe Ree in the reports. 


fent to St. James’s? 
T do affert it. > 


« Whether you ever figned any paper; at the requeft of Dr. Warren, rela- 
tive to the tranfaction of that day, in which you have been informed ‘that 
Dr. Warren had prevented his Majefty. from fleeping ? : 

I did fign a paper by the defireof Dr. Warren, and the perfuafion of Sir 
Lucas Pepys, that Dr. Warren, as far as I knew, did noi go into the room 
and wake his Majefty.—But I did not fign any paper, fignifying that he 
did not go in at any time, when it was is he might prevent his Ma- 
jefty’s fleeping. 


Whether, at the time that you gave this paper to Dr. Tien you in- 
formed Dr. Warren that you would not fign any paper, acknowledging 
that Dr. Warren had not prevented his Mujefty from going to fleep, but 
that you would only fign a paper, ftating that Dr, Warren had not waked 
his Majefty ? 

The paper was offered to me, and I refufed to fign it, if it contained any 
thing to the purpofe, that Dr. Warren did not go into his Majefty’s room 


at atime when it was probable he might prevent his Majefty going to 
. fleep. 


By whom was that paper drawn up and tendered to you? 
~ By Dr. Sir Lucas Pepys. 


Are accounts, ufually fent by you to the relations of your patients, con- 
eeived in as general terms as thofe which have been fent to St, James’s? 
« I fend the relations word that they are better, or worfe ; and mention 
fome particulars—but then that is not often above once a fortnight. 


Can you recollect, pofitively, whether in the converfation which you 
had with Dr. Warren yefterday fevennight, you did, or did not, afk Dr. 
Warren, if a perfon indifpofed fhould not fay one fenfible word in twenty = 
four hours, and the next twenty-four fhould fay but one word, that he 
would not fay, if he was not indifpofed, whether Dr, Warren would not 
think him better; and whether you can, orcannot, fay politively, that Dr. 
Warren anfwered, No? 

I can fay pofitively, as well as T can recolle&, that Dr. Warren faid No, 
to the queflion fo put; and I believe the byftanders remember the fame. 


Whether, in the fame converfation, you can, or cannot, fay pofitively, 
whether you did, or did not, make ufe of the following expreffion to Dr. 
Warren, ‘‘A certain Great Perion will not fuffer ix’? (meaning the report) 
$¢ to go fo, and it wall fall upon your” 

_ It was not in the fame room, or at the fame time—I did fay fo, or 
fomething of that fort, when the report was drawn up for me to fign, fay= 


ing, at the fame time, © Why thould we fend up what will be fent Un d-ia 
6 to be altered ?”” . 


Will you explain to the Conuucipins by whofe authority you fo faid, and 


what vour mean ig Mas sin t the \¢ words ? 
Prefuming that the Perfon age would know from the pages how his Ma- © 
jefty had ps ified the day and night, I thought it was not right to fend up 


@reporrw hich that Perfonage would not thik equal to hig Majetty’s pre- 
fent fiate of health, " 


“Was 


[ s4 3 
Was that-your meaning in the words which you actually ufed in dat con. 


verfation ?——Entirely fo. 


What did you mean by the words, * It will fall upon you 3” 

Sir George Baker, the day before, when his Majefty had not been quite: 
fo well, nor had fo good a night, had made a more favourable report, and 
edi I concluded that Perfonage muft think this report arofe from Dr. 

arren. | 


Did Dr. Warren ever inform you, that he had made a written memo- 
randum of that converfation, or of any part of it, or defire you to explain 
yourfelf upon the fubject of it ? ie, 

Not that I know of—I do not remember any fuch thing. 


_ Do you remember any order having been put up in the pages room, 
yefterday fevennight, or upon any other day, direéting that no perfons 
fhould be admitted into his Majefty’s room, without the knowledge of you 
or your fon ?——I wrote it, and put it up myfelf. Sages 


What was the reafon of your writing, and putting up, fuch order ? 

Becaufe fometimes a Phyfician, fometimes a Surgeon, or an Apothecary 
(for there are four concerned—I mean two Surgeons, and two Apothe- 
caries) did go into the room, as 1 thought, at improper times, and difturb 
his Majefty ;—and, as I thought it my duty to do to his Majefty what I 
so think it my duty todo for any private gentleman, I wrote that 
order. | 


Did you put up that order of your own authority, and for the reafons 
you have now mentioned; or had you any other authority for putting up 
that order, from any perfon, and whom? 

The Lord Chancellor ordered me to do that which fhould prevent any 
body’s going into the room without my confent, and was not pleafed that I 
had not done it before. : 


Had you explained to the Chancellor your reafons for thinking that it 
would be proper, with refpect to his Majefty’s health, that fuch an order 
fhould be given? 7 

I fuppofe I did, in converfation, think it neceffary that people fhould be 
prevented from going in and difturbing his Majefty. : 


Have any of the Phyficians, who attended his Majefty, fuggefted any 
¢omplaints to you, that fuch order has prevented them from feeimg his Ma- 
jefty at proper times ? ——I do not remember that they have. 


_ Have any other perfons fuggefted to you, that they have been prevented 
from feeing his Majefty ?——! do not remember that they have, | 


‘Did you ever inform the Phyficians, that any perfons had improperly 
, intruded into his Majefty’s apartment ? I do not remember that I did. 


When did the Lord Chancellor give you the directions, in confequence of 
which you put up that paper ? | 3 | 

I really do not remember the time; but, more than once, the Chan- 
cellor has mentioned the neceflity of keeping any perfons from going into 
his Majefty’s room, without fome limitation. 


Do you know upon what grounds the Chancellor thought it neceflary to 
repeat the neceflity of this precaution ? ; 

J cannot remember ; it was in converfation, J fuppofe, 
Are | 
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Are you quite fure you cannot recolle&t when, or where, you had the . 
jaft converfation with the Chancellor on this fubje@, before you - up that 


. order? 


Tam very fure I cannot fix the time, but I believe the place was “my own 
room at Kew. 


Was it before, or after, the difpute with Dr. Warren, on Friday the 2nd 
infest? 

1 believe before. I do not know that I have feen the Chancellor. fince 
Friday the 2nd inftant. 


Was it a day or two before, or long before? 
_ I donot remember at all; nor dol remember whether it was the laft time 
I talked with the Glowieellor. . 


Have you any pies See relative to this faét, in your journal ? 
Yes. . : 


When did you make that memorandum? / 
». The very morning, within a quarter of an hour. 


On what day was it that you wrote and put up that order? 
Ido not know.: J believe the order itfelfis dated, but Iam not fure.— 
The journal will afcertain the date, 


Have you kept a regular journal of occurrences fince you attended his. 
Majetiy at Kew? 
Thave, from about the oth or 7th oe I believe, of my attendance. 


Is that order up now } ? 
believe fo. Sir Lucas Pepys faid ‘i {aw it yefterday morning. 


When his Majefty read a page or two, and made very good remarks 
upon it; whether the books and the pages were of his Majefty’s own fe- 
-le€tion, or whether they were ‘put into his hands and pointed out ke yan > 

Particularly by his.own {election. 


. Whether, at the time, his Majefty read the pages aléud, to be heard by . 
Dr. Willis, or to himfelf ? 
Aloud ; nor could I know, if he did not read aloud. 


Whether his Majefty has done this once, twice, or Seve times ? 
Many times ina day, as I underftand; and on more days than one in the’ 
laft fix or feven days. I have now been abfent a great part of feveral days. 


Can you remember the laft time you heard his Majefty read one or two 
pages? Laft night he did. 


Did you hear him yourielf laft night? 


Yes. 


Whether you have obferved, in your siedance on his ie eey that his 
eye-fight is at all affeted by his prefent malady ? 
Not that I know of. 


Whether, when you or your fon was not prefent, have you been informed 
by any ofthe King’s Phyficians, Surgeons, or Apothecaries, that his Majefty 
has read with attention, and remarked with judgment, upon the objects 
which he had read? 

I think I have heard fo by Dr. Pepys but T think I have heard from eve 
be perfons that they have, at times, 

What 
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‘What ftate was his Majefty in this morning? 
I came away before he was up. | 


What ftate was. his. Majefty in going to bed laft night? . 
Very quiet. 


Whether his Majefty continued, to the time of his going to bed, to fhew 
figns of the fame attention and power of reflection, as in the inftance of reade. 
ing in the manner mentioned by you? ate } 

Yes, to the time I left him, which was about half paft tens and I under- 
ftand from the pages, that-he went to bed immediately after. 


Whether any thing of a contrary nature was intermixed, during the time 


you was with his Majefty yefterday evening ? 
- I cannot fay there did. 


Whether you obferve that the King’s mind is in a better ftate in the evene 
ing before he goes to bed, or in the morning? . 

I think his Majefty is never fo well in a morning getting up, nor for an 
hour afterwards. | 3 


How long was you with his Majefty yefterday evening ? 
I believe, in all, about one hour and a half; but I went feveral- times 
out of the room. : 


Whether any other Phyfician.or medical perfon has been in the room when 
his Majefty has either read, or attended to reading in your prefence? — 

I think Dr. Pepys was twice ; I am not fure whether there was any other; 
I am not fure whether Dr. Gifborne was in the room laft night, while his 
Majefty was reading. . 


Whether at any, and at what, diftance of time after his Majefty has read, 
or attended to reading, inthe manner defcribed, his Majeity has converfed 
with you on the fubje:ts he has either read or heard read ? 

Very frequently, fometimes feveral hours; for I believe his Majefty 
‘never forgets what he reads. | 


Whether, on any fubfequent day, his Majefty has converfed with you 
upon what.has been before read? 

Several days after, and | think his Majefty can give a good account of any 
book, or fubject in a book, that he has read, either fince his illnefs or before, 
as to the morality and truth of it, as moft people can, I think. 


Whether you have found it neceffary to ufe coercion more or lef fre» 
quently within the laft fortnight, than you did in the preceding fortnight ? 
Much lefs frequently, and not now for nearly a week. 


Are you, upon recollection, fure of this fat? 4 
Jam fure of it. 


Whether the circumftance of his Majefty’s having read, and attended to 
reading as above ftated, is, in your opinion, a clear and decifive fymptom 
either of convalefcence actually approaching, or of a very {peedy recovery? 

I look upon itat the time as convalefcence itfelf, and certainly a fign of 

“his Majefty’s recovery ; but I will not pretend to fay how foon. et 
| What 


Ea? ¢ 
What do you confider as convalefcence ? 
Aéting properly upon the bufinefs you are engaged in. 


Whether the refrefhing fleep his Majefty has had, has been natural fleep, 
or fleep procured by medicine or other means? 

No medicine has been ordered for the purpofe, and no means but that of 
having his Majefty go to bed as quietly as you can? 


Whether any other Phyfician attending his Majefty has ever fuggefted to you 
the idea of pleafing or difpleafing any Great Perfonage, as a motive to induce 
you to fign any report of his Majefty’s health, more or lefs favourable than 
the aétual circumftances then warranted in your opinion? 

I know not of any fuch. 


Whether, during the favourable intervals in which you have obferved his — 
Majefty, you have remarked that his Majefty had refle&ted upon the nature 
of his illnefs ? 

At fometimes I think he has, but rather feems to avoid hinting any thing 
of it. 

Have you obferved that it has depreffed his fpirits, fo as to retard his cure? 

I cannot {uppofe that it has retarded his cure or deprefled his {pirits, for E 
am not fure that he is feniible of it—He only hinted at it. 


Are you fure his Majefty will recover? 
It would be prefumptuous for any man to fay he was fure, in the cafe of 
any one whatever, or in any diforder. 


What degree of confidence or hope avd you upon the fubject ? 
_ Ihave the greateft hopes, from what I have already feen of his Majelty’s 
amendment. 


Have you any doubt of his recovery? —- 
~ Imuft doubt of every thing that has not come to pafs. 


Ts your confidence fuch as to fay you {carcely entertain a doubt ? 
It i. 


Then that is now the ftate of your mind ‘upon that fubje& ? 
I have already faid fo. \ 


In anfwer to a queflion before put to you, ‘* Whether, +h facerl Cit= 
«* cumftances of his Majefty’s cafe, which have fallen under your obferva- 
“* tion or come to'your knowledge, being duly attended to, you in your con- 
«* fcience think that the chance of his Majefty’s recovery is greater, or lefs, 
“* or as good, as it was when you was examined before the former Commit- 
6 tee?’? whether you remember having anfwered «* Much greater ?”” 
I did fay fo, and I fay fo ftill. 


Whether you recollect this queftion being put to you by the former Com- 
mittee, and your anfwer upon it, : 

«© What hopes has Dr. Willis of his Majefty’s recovery?”? 

<< I have great hopes of his Majefty’s recovery. If it were any other per- 
«* fon but his Majefty, I fhould fcarce entertain a doubt: when his Majefty 
*¢ reflects upon an illnefs of this kind, it may See his {pirits, and retard 
__** his cure more thana common perfon ?”’ 

Ido. " 


Dr,, Willis having, in his former, examination, declared his bebe, of his 
| H > Majetty’ s 
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Majefty’s recovery to be fach, that if his Majefty was a common perfon,. 
he fhould fearce entertain a doubt; but that his Majefty’s refle@ing upon 
an illnefs of that kind might depr ar his {pirits, and retard his cure more 
than a common perfon ;—and Dr. Willis having now itated to the Com- 
mittee, that he has no reafon to think that his Majefty’s {pirits have been 
deprefled, or his cure retarded, by his having refleted upon his illnefs, or 
that he has fo reflected ; and having flated alfo to this as that he 
‘has, in his confcience, hopes of his Majefty’s recovery, much greater than 
he had when he was examined before the former Committee; Dr. Willis 
is defired to fay, what that confidence is, which is much greater, with re- 
{pet to his Majetty’ s recovery, than a tate of mind which fcarcely enter 
tains a doubt? 

As in the cafe of a common patient, the fymptcms are greatly abated, 
and therefore greater hopes of his recovery. As to his + aes itation 
‘in life, from my knowledge of his Majeity’s fenfe of religion, | have greater 
hopes that he will, with a proper refignation, reflect upon what it has 
pleafed God to have affli€_ed him with. 


Then do you mean that the Committee fhould underftand that your appre- 
henfions, with refpect to the confequences of his Majeity’s reflecting upon 
his illnefs, are not the fame as when you was examined before the former 
Committee ? They are not fo great for the reafon I have, given. 


Whether Dr. Reynolds was not by at the converfation between you and 
Dr. Warren, in which you ufed the words, * it will fall upon you $ 7 
Poffibly he might, I believe he was. 


Did Dr. Reynolds join in the obje€tion made by Dr. Warren to the pro- 
pofed alteration in the report which was then in queftion? 
Dr. Reynolds faid nothing, and I have been ufed a good dea to ftand 


alone in that fort of confultation. 


Did you hear from Dr. Reynolds at that time, or afterwards, that Dr. 
Reynolds did agree to the alteration propofed? 
i do not remember any thing of it. 
Withdrew. 


Tune, 12° die Fanuarit, 1789. 
~The Reverend Dr. FRANCIS WILLIS again called in, and examined. 


HETHER, when you figned accounts, at the defire of Dr. Warren, 
and by the perfuafion of Sir Lucas Pepys, lefs favourable than the 
circumftances of the King’s health would have warranted, you thought that 
difference to be a mere difpute about words? 
I figned no account, that I know of, by Sir Laels Pepys’ perfuafion— 
that I figned by his peeueson was, that Dr, Warren had not waked his 
Majeity.’ 
Whether you did at any time, or at any perfon’s defire or perfuafion, fign 
reports lefs favourable than the truth would have warranted, concerning 
the ftate of his Majefty’s health? 


Not by any perfuafion, that I know of, but in wey, own mind, rather 
than have any difpute about it. 


‘Was it to prevent a difpute originally, or to wit an end to the continu- 
ance of a difpute?_ | 
As 


rae 


As it did not at all fefpe& me Majefty’s cure, and we had had difputes 
_about words before, and I did not then think it worth while to have any 
for the future. 


Do you think that the truth or falfehood of a report figned by the King’s 
Phyficians, for the information of his fubjects, to be of no more confequence 
than a difpute about words ? 

It really firuck me fo then, and I am not at all affected with it now. 


Whether or no you have not given to her Majefty, and to the ladies who 
have the honourto be about her perfon, more exact accounts, according to 
your opinion, and of a more confolatory nature? = 

~I have always given them the truth, to the beft of my opinion, 


Whether thofe accounts were in fact of a more favourable nature ? 

The report that was made to the public, is from the appearance of his 
Majefty in the morning, when the fymptoms have ever been lefs favour- 
able; the accounts to the ladies attending her Majefty have been fre- 
quently in the day, and therefore, taking the whole account of the 24 
hours, ‘it mutt appear much more favourable. 


Is it true, that the report fent to St. James’s does only include the fate 
of his Majeity’s health as it appears in the morning, and does not extend 
to the night and the preceding evening and day? 

It enters into no particulars of any, except quiet or difturbed ftate, and 
fleep—and that in flating the whole together, it cannot be fo particular as 
thofe given to her, Majefty every hour concerning his Majeity’s health, 
which fhe muft be very anxious to enquire after. 


Qwllice repeated. 

I think feveral times the report might have faid, that his Majefty had 
paffed feveral hours, the preceding day, in many refpects better than he had 
done the day before. As far as quiet, or not quiet, the account does in- 

clude what pafied in the preceding evening and day—it would not be par~ 
ticular enough to fatisfy me whether he was either better or worfe. 

Whether, taken as a general report, without entering into particulars, it 
is more or lefs favourable to the fate of the King’s health than the truth 
would warrant? , 

To the beft of my judgment lefs favourable. 


Is it then lefs favourable than the general refult which might be drawn 
from all the circumftances of the different accounts wae you give to the 
ladies attending her Majefty ? 

Yes, I think it is. 


\ 
\ 
f 


On what occafion, and for what purpofe, did you fign the certificate re- 
lative to the tranfa¢tion of that day, in which you was informed that Dr. 
Warren had prevented his Majeity trom fleeping ? 

A ‘good-natured purpofe, and on the paper being offered me to*fign, 
and being affured that at would hurt Dr. Warren’s character if I did not, 


At the time of figning that ccbatnes did you explain to Dr. Warren, ° 
or Sir Lucas Pepys, or io any other perfon then prefent, the diftinction and 
refervation which you bane now mentioned to this isthe ae P 

Mig 74 Yes 


th Got 


Yes, very particularly to both Dr. Warren and Sir Lucas Pepys-~ 
Whether any body elfe was by I do not remember, ~ 


Whether you called in any of the Phyficians attending on his Majefty, 


or the Surgeons or Apothecaries, or any other perfons than thofe of your 
own family and the pages, to be witnefs of the circumftances which you 
have defcribed as appearing on Friday evening laft ? | 

I did not. | a 


Whether your purpofe in excluding any perfon from coming to his Ma-~ 
jefly, except by your own permiflion, does not arife from an apprehenfion 
that the appearance of fuch perfons might excite troublefome emotions ? 

Very certainly. : 


Whether you have ever confulted the regifters of public hofpitals, or 
other houfes for the reception of patients labouring under this malady ? 


I never did. Hofpitals take in, patients, and call them thus indifpofed, , 


Numbers of them have been fo indifpofed for years, perhaps, and do not 
give you any account of the particular fymptoms of the malady when taken 
into the hofpital. ; 


As Dr, Willis has faid, that the circumftance of perfons going into his 
Majefty’s room may excite troublefome emotions ; whether his experience 
enables him to fay that fuch emotions do, or do not, in general cafes, re- 
tard the cure of the patient ? 

In my opinion, very much. 


Will you inform the Committee, whether, after duly attending to every 
circumitance which -you have related to the Committee, and all other cir- 


cumitances which have fallen under your obfervation, or have come‘to your 


knowledge, refpefting his Majefty’s cafe, and judging from faéts and ex- 
perience derived from your own practice, you have, or have hot, greater 
hopes of his Majefty’s recovery than when you was examined before the 
- former Committee ? | 

Much greater hopes. 


Whether the ftate of the weather, or the feafon of the year, has any ef; : 


fect upon patients labouring under this diforder ? 


The ftate of the weather, preventing his Majefty from taking exercife, | 


and keeping up a proper perfpiration, in my opinion, hgs had a tendency 
to retard his Majefty’s recovery. 


Has his Majefty taken any exercife from the time of your attendance on 
him? Ponta | 
None, for about a month before that time; I think he walked out 


twice, 
Withdrew. 
Dosor GISBORNE again gafled in, and examined. 


Was you at Kew on Friday night laft? —~ Yes. | | 
Whether you faw the King in the courfe of that evening jm Yes, 
At about what hour?——From 8 to 10, I think. 


Did 


i Oe 
ch play at Plequet with the King? 


Did he play in a fleady, recollected manner? 
Moderately fo. 


Did he play as a man in mental health would play ? 
ronnie not fo well as that. 


Were there, in the courfe of play, frequent ign of the continuance of 
his Majefty’s diforder ? 

I have faid, inanfwer toa former queftion, that the material changes in 
his Majefty’ $ ccans, I think, are a better ftate of health, and more qui- 
etnefs in his manner. I think that is an aniwer There were figns of the 

continuance of his Majefty’ s diforder. 


Whether you was prefent at any reading with his Majefty ? 
No, he did not read while I was prefent. 


Have you at any time obferved, that your gong into his Majetty’ s room 
has been a caufe of any irritation? 
I think lefs with me than with others. 


Do you know that the going } in of any of his Majefty’s Phyficians, other 
than Dr. Willis, or the going in of Surgeons or Apothecaries, has been a 
greater caufe of irritation than the going inof Dr. Willis and his fon? 

I think thofe he fees the ofteneft: eine him the leaft. 


Was you prefent at the time’ when Dr. Willis feemied to impute a 
a difturbance of his Majefty to the unfeafonable going in oe Dr. 
Warren? 

I remember Dr. Wiilis’s faying, he thought the going in of us eigeter 
irritated his Majeity. 


Were you ever -prefent when Dr, Willis did at any time impute to Dr. 
Warren his having gone’in fo as to prevent his Majefty’s fleeping ? 
I do not remember his faying fo. 


4 | Withdrew, 


Doétor WAR REN again called in, and examined. 


Have you feen the King to-day ? 
Wigs, 


In what ftate did you find his Majefty this morning, and what account 
had you of the anteceding day ? 

I found his Majefty in a very irritated ftate this morning, and was in- 
formed that he has had, in the whole, but five hours fleep in the three laft 
nights—that having had no fleep at all, or very little, the night before 
lait, it was propoied to give him fomething laft night to compofe and 
quiet him—fuch a medicine was written down, but was not given him. ~= 
lt was ses yelterday to carry his Majefty out to take the air—I was 

not 
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not informed that this was mentioned in the confultation in the: morning, 


but 1 was informed by Dr. John Willis, that his Majefty’s pulfe was yef- _ 


terday 120 in a minute—I was likewife informed that he had lain all night 
under coercion, and had {weated a great deal.. Some prudent perfon ad- 
vifed his Majefty fhould not be carried out to take the air.—I haye reafon 
to think that the pulfe became quieter in the courfe of the day.—TI found it 
this morning between 106 and 108 in a minute, and obferved marks of 
fever on his Majefty’s tongue. -Dr. John Willis told me that he had pros 
tnifed to carry his Majefty out to-day, and defired me to confider, whe- 
ther the not complying with his expectations might not irritate him .a 
great deal.—l was forry that he had had fuch a promife; I was necefli- 
tated to take the leaft of two evils, and advifed that his Majefty fhould 
not be carried out, the thermometer being 17, as lam informed, below the 
freezing point; and, particularly, as Dr. Willis has always obferved, that 
keeping the pores open always does his Majeity great yood. His Majelty 
this morning fuffered me tocome from him with great difficulty, and could 
not eafily be prevailed upon by me to let go my hand, 


_ When did you fee his Majefty before ? 
~ The day before yefterday—on Saturday morning. 


In what itate was he then? ; 
His Majefty had fome fever then—pulfe between 80 and 90, I believe, 
‘but was very irritable; could not be kept to the fame object for any 
{pace of time—tried to play at cards with me, but could not, and fhewed 
_ many ftrong marks of his diitemper. . . 


Whether you have ever obferved, upon your going into his Majefly, 
that his Majefty’s irritation was increafed by your pretence, and whether 
he has fhewed any figns of diflike to you? 

His Majefty in general receives me with eagernefs—thinks he has fome- 
thing peculiar to fay to me, and frequently propofes to confer favours upon 
me; he has done fo this morning. 7 | 


- Whether his Majefty has ever fhewn si figns of diflike towards you ? 
Not lately; but his Majefty fometimés mixes marks of diflike with 
marks of favour; but in general thofe of favour are greatly predominant. 


Since what time have you chiefly obferved marks of favour to predo- 
minate ? 

Ido not recollect any mark of disfavour at any particular time. I was in 
great disfavour at Windfor—it continued for fome time after his Majefty 
came to Kew ;—it began to diminifh foon after Dr. Willis came ; I gra- 


dually grew into great favour, and remain fo at’ prefent, excepting that “ 


fometimes he has found fault with me for bringing him from Windfor; 
but at another time told me I did right in bringing him from Windfor ; 
and perhaps found fome other faults, but not lately, that I know of,—~ 
This is the progre{s, to the beft of my recolleétion. 


Have you heard that his Majefty has been more irritated by the coming 
in of his Majefty’s ordinary Phytficians, Surgeons, or Apothecaries, in a 
_ greater degree than by the coming in of Dr. Willis and his fon ? 

~ Not that I know of; I have never been fo informed, 


~ ‘Whether _ 
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Whether the prefence of any abject, which tends to excite ftrong emo- 
tions in his Majefty’s mind, is favourable, or otherwife, to his recovery ? 
Unfavourable. 4 


Has there in fact, been any introduction of perfons, to your knowledge, 
which had a tendency to excite fuch emotions, and to "produce fuch irri- 
tations ? 

Yes,—lI fhould like to give an account of the firft confultation we had with 
Dr. Willis. —The day that I introduced Dr. Willis to the King, I fummoned 
the reft of his Majefty’sPhyficians to aconfultation at my houfe.—It was there 
firft fettled as a principle, that quiet of body and mind were to be endeavoured 
to be obtained by every means poflible; and that every thing fhould be care-. 
fully kept from his Majefty that might tend to prevent this defirable acqui- 
fition.—It was fettled that a regular coercion fhould be made ufe of—that 
every thing fhould be kept from his Majefty that was likely to excite any 
emotion—that though his Majefty had not fhewn any figns of an intention 
to injure himfelf, yet that it was abfolutely neceflary, confidering the fudden 
impulfes to which his diftemper fubjects people, to put every thing out of 
the way that could do any miichief.—To all this Dr. Willis affented—yet 
the very next day he put a razor into his Majefty’s hand, and a penknife. 
‘When I {aw the Doétor next, I afked him how he could venture to do fuch a 
thing ?—He faid, he fhuddered at what he had done.—As he made ufe of 
this expreflion, I did not think it neceflary to fay much to him upon the 
fubjec&t.—On the 12th of December, as ] apprehend, the King took a walk 
in the garden, and fome of the royal children were fhewn to him—this pro- 
duced a confiderable emotion, which was accompanied with a¢ts demon- 
ftrating that emotion, as 1 was informed, to the beft of my memory, by Mr. 
Keate.— Notwithftanding this effect of feeing the children, Dr. Willis, the 
next day, introduced that Perfon, whofe great and amiable qualities we all 
know muft neceffarily make her the deareit and tendereft object of his Ma- 
jefty’s thoughts :—the interview was fhort :—his Majefty was foon afterwards 
in a great ftate of irritation ; and the ftrict coercion was, I believe, for the firft 
time, actually applied that night—the blifters were put on that night likewife. 
‘The next time that I faw Dr. Willis, 1 {poke to him upon this fubject with 
fome degree of fharpnefs, becaufe it was contrary to my opinion, and con- 
trary to what had been fettled in confultation; for it had been referred, that 
whatever could be done by deliberation, fhould be fettled by confultation; 
that the conduct of his Majefty in the interior room, fhould be left to Dr. 

-Willis’s difcretion, becaufe-it did not admit of deliberation. —I do not know 
that I convinced the Doétor that his opinion was wrong, but that the act was_ 
contrary to what was laid down in confultation could not be denied.—I was 
always confidered, by the higheft authority, as the firft Phyfician, and therefore 
thought myfelf particularly refponfible: I thought myfelf obliged to look 

“into, and to enquire after every thing that related to his Majefty: I did not 
fuppofe myfelf in a different fituation upon the arrival of Dr. Willis, and. 
therefore took the liberty of {peaking to him with fome degree of authority. 
I remember, when his three attendants arrived, I fent for them into the 
Phyficians room, examined them very carefully, particularly as to the tem- 
per with which they conducted themfelves towards thofe whom they attended, 
and fpoke to them, as they were ftrangers to me, in fuch a manner as to 

let them know that their conduct would be ftriftly obferved. — My being firft 

Phyfician mademe talk to Dr. Willis about every thing that I heard of, that 

did not appear to me to be quite accurate, and fometimes led to difputes.— 

I informed the Doétor that he was there in a double capacity—as Phyfician 

and attendant on his Majefty in the interior room; that I mnt take my fhare 


in 
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in diveSting what related to him in the capacity of Phyfician, though I fhould 
not interfere with refpect to the condu& of his Majefty in the interior room. 
Not many days after this tranfa€tion | obferved a book in his Majetty’s 
hands, which affected me much, and immediately determined me to bring 
a charge again Dr. Willis, for what I thought bad praétice.—I do not 
mean to bring the flory of this book as a fault, becaufe I believe there was 
no intention to convey fuch a book to his Majefty: it was the play of King 
Lear, not in a volume of Shakefpeare, but it was a correSted Lear, by Col- 
man, and mixed with his plays. I can have no reafon to think that Dr. 
Willis could fufpe& that fuch a play was in that volume. His Majetty told 
me that Dr. Willis brought him the book, and Dr. Willis did not deny it, 
when [ {poke to him on the fubject.—I do not bring this as a fault, but it 
was the circumftance that determined me to put in execution what I had been 
thinking of before, with refpect to Dr. Willis; for his Majeity’s obfer- 
vation on the book affected me ftrangely. I carried an account of this to the 
Prince of Wales, and he defired me, as he had done in every cafe of diffi- 
culty that had happened, from the beginning of the illnefs, to lay the affair 
before the Lord Chancellor. The Lord Chancellor went to Kew, | believe ; 
and the refult was, when | {aw the Lord Chancellor, that the rules of the corn- 
‘fultation fhould be ftri€ly obeyed.—Dr. Willishas, a fecond time, introduced 
the fame great and amiable Perfon. I was informed that'fome degree of irrita- 
tion came on in the night; but having collected, as I thought, from feveral 
{mall circumftances, that the power of introducing perfons to his Majefty was 
to be left entirely to Dr. Willis, I did not make any complaint about it. 


Can you afcertain the time of the laft interview ? —~JI cannot. 


What.time of day was the firft mterview ? — | 

I apprehend the firft interview was in the evening— and that the interview 
happened, not only without confulting his Majefty’s Phyficians collectively, 
but that Dr. Gifborne, who was in the houfe that evening, and fitting in the 
anti-chamber when the introduction took place, was not confulted upon the 
occafion, . e 


Do vou know who were prefent at the interview ? ) 
I think 1 was informed, Dr, Gifborne was infome part of the time, 
af not all. 


How foon after the interview did his Majefty’s ftate of irritation take 
place? 

{ cannot tell, but I apprehend a little before, or foon after, he went to 
tbed: I do not know the exact time of the interview. — 


Had you any particular account of that interview, or of the effect 
which it produced at the time? | : | 

If I miftake not, Dr. Willis informed me it lafted about five minutes —that, 
during that five minutes, every thing pafled agreeably, but that fomething 
was then faid that induced Dr. Willis to put.an end to the vifit. ie 


Had you any account of the circumftances or motives which led to that in- 
‘terview ? ih ; 
[ had no account previous to the interview. Afterwards, in talking 

. wn “yy: « . of AF 
upon the fabject with Dr. Willis, he mentioned his motives, or reafons, 
‘for thinking the interview would be of fervice; which I could not | 


agree to, bee T 
Whether 


At en ae 
Whether you recolle& the circumftances which: attended your waiting 
upon His Majefty, upon a particular day, concerning which it has been 
fince faid, that you prevented his Majefty from going to fleey ? 
I never could accurately learn what day was fixed—I have only had a 
fufpicion of the day.—I with to have a day fixed, that I may meet the 
charge. | : | 


Was there any day on which Dr. Willis feemed’ to be peculiarly foli- 


citous to prevent, or delay, your going in to the King? 

I do not recelleét any fuch day. 

Do you reeolle&t any converfation you had with Dr. Willis concerning 
the King’s being afleep, or difpofed to fleep, at atime when you was 
going in to his Majefty ? 

I remember a morning when Dr. Willis faid his Majefty had had a 
bad night, which I myfelf had been acquainted with by afking the Page, 
as I paffed by the ing’s anti-chamber, the door of which I opened,as I 
was going into the Phyficians room.—In the Phyticians room IT men- 
tioned that I had learnt the King had had a very bad night, but was then 


fallen afleep.—I fat down, and what difcourfe paffed between me and Dr. 
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Willis then, about the night, I do not know—a few Words only.—The 
Door foon went out of the room, and when he returned, faid, ‘ That 
“the King was not fleeping, for that he fpoke.”—I got up, the at- 
tending Phyfician of the day with me, and walked towards Dr. Wills— 
we went together through the anti-chamber ; whén I arrived at the door 
of his Majetty’s bed-room, Dr. Willis faid, You may open the door, 4 
circumitance that I do not recollect ever to have happened to me before— 
fomebody elfe generally opening the door }—when I opened it, I found 
that the room was dark—I {ftepped forwards very flowly ; as foon as I had 
gone the width of the door I was vifible to his Majelty. The door being 
open, his Majefty immediately addrefled himfelf very pointedly to me, 
faying, “ I am glad to fee you,” and adding his with to be releafed from 
the ftate he was then in, which was a ftate of coercion. I hefitated ; 
went one ftep back to look for Dr. Willis, who was ftanding very near me. 
I faid fomething to the Doétor; and he immediately replied, -in fubftance, 
that if his Majefty complained I might comply with his requelt. In con- 
fequence of, which it was done, by my defire. I ftaid but a short time 
with his Majefty, and, as 1 was walking back, I faid, “ I had fome doubts 
“whether the complying with\ his Majeity’s requeit was not improper, 
«¢ for’ he ts in a very irritated ftate.”” Dr. Willis faid, “ His Majelty will 
*« rife prefently, and then we hall be able to do without coercion.” 


Whether Dr. Willis expreffed, at that time, any difpleafure at what you 
had done, or reprefented to you any Mifchief that Le conceived likely to 
enfue from it? 

Not that I remember. 


©n what occafion did any difcourfe arife, concerning any certificate 
fubferibed by Dr. Willis, relative toa tranfaction in which his Majetty’s 
fleep had been prevented or interrupted? _ | ; 

The ftory was fo abfurd, that I never gave myfelf the trouble of confut- 
ing it. Sir Lucas Pepys faid, the {tory would do me a great. deal of harm. 
I told him, I did not value it, or fome fuch expreffion. Notwithftanding 
which, without any intimation from me on the fubje&t, he wrote down 
a paper, without my knowing what it was about, till he was very near the 
end of it, and in a minute or two more fhewed it to Dr. Willis, who came 

into 
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into the room about that time, and faid, that he had no objection to 
figning of it. I never confidered it of any importance, nor do J now. 


Do you recolle&, that a paper was offered to Dr. Willis, and that he 
refufed to fign it, if it contained any thing to the purpofe, that you, did 
not go into his Majefty’s room at a time it was probable you might pre- 
vent his going to fleep? | 

I apprehend the Dodtor faid fomething upon that fubjeA after it was 
figned. : 


/ 


Do you recolle@ any thing further upon that fubject ? ~ | 

After it was over, I faid to Dr. Willis, I would not tell you that T.thad ~ 
done you a civility this morning, while thisthing was depending, and 
then mentioned it to him. 


Do yeu recollect any conyerfation relative to your faying you was a {py 
upon them all? ee seas 
Sk COL ain very glad this circumftance was mentiened.—I went upon a 
certain morning, immediately aftet my arrival at: Kew, into the anti- 
,chamber, and afked the page how his Majefty did? he replied, that he 
had had a very bad night, was juft then fallen to fleep, and you mult not 
go in.—You know, faid-I, that I am a Spy, and ‘mutMee the King :—I 
did not mean then—and went immediately to the Phyficidns room.—This 
was {poken in a very. good-natured manner, and meant no more, than that 
i, from my fituation, was an infpeCtor.—Will the Committee pleafe to 
confider, whether any man, who meant to be a {py, ever told it of 
himfelf ? 7 

Have any violen‘ difputes ever exifted between his Majefty’s Phyficians, 
concerning the mecaod of his medical treatment? 

No, if you mean the medicines, fo far as I know. 


Have any difputes arifen between any of the Phyficians among themfelves 
(the difputes with Dr. Willis excepted) concerning any part of his treat- 
ment ? Never. 


Do you recollect whether Dr. Willis remonftrated againft the ufe of . 
blifters, as fuppofing them improper in this cafe, or dangerous? 

On the contrary, the Doctor fpoke highly in commendation of blifters 
in fimilar diforders. : * | 


Do you recollect any perfon that was prefent at this difcourfe ? 

1 believe all the Phyficians can fpeak to his holding this language— 
fome of them can, I certainly know—Dr. Gifborne, Sir Lucas Pepys, 
Dr. Reynolds, and probably Sir George Baker. 


Whether, upon the whole confideration of his Majelty’s cafe, from your 
ewn obfervation, and the beft information you can colleé&, his Miatty has 
mended, in his particular dforder, fince you were firft examined before this 
Committee ? | isc. 

No ; he was more difturhed part of yefterday and, the night before, from 
the information that I received, and is fo this morning, than I ufually fee 
him. eae \ ; 
| Whether, in the report fent to St. James’s, the tranquil,” oe aiieh,?? 
*<'calm,” “ compofed,” and the like, are meant by you, fo far-as you have 
figned them, to exprels any amendment in the King’s peculiar malady, or 
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a ‘different ftate of temper, the fame, or confiderable fymptoms of derange- 
ment exilting ? 

The words are not meant by me to exprefs any amendment of the 
important complaint. 

Has any influence, command, direGtion, or perfuafion, been ufed to you, 
from any. pegfon whatfoever, to reprefent his Majefty’s cafe in alefs fa- 
_vourable light™than it appeared to you upon your own judgement ¢ : 

Certainly not. 

When Dr. Warren was examined before this Committee on Thurfday 
fait, was he acquainted at that time with the feveral circumftances of 
Dr. Willis’s conduct which he has this day ftated to the Committee, as 
having excited irritation in His Majefty ?—Yes. 

Whether the paper which you received from Dr. Willis was, in pointlof fa, 
according to the beit of your prefent recollection, an acknowledgment that 
you had not waked his Majeity, or an acknowledgment that you had. not 
prevented him from going to fleep? 

I muft refer to the paper; I can hardly fay that I read it with accuracy 
——but I am ready to fend the paper here. . | 


_ Whether, upon that morning in which you fay, that you ufedthe words. 
in the fenfe in which you have explained them, relative to your being a 
{py, you recollect being defired by Mr. Braund, or Mr.-Compton, or Dr. 
Wills, not to go into his Majefty’s room? | 7 

I certainly heard no fuch words at the time I was going into the room ; 
I have already related what I heard from the Pagé, when I firft went into 
the anti-chamber, at my arrival at Kew. 

Did you, according the rule which on Thurfday laft you flated to the 
Committee you had made ever fince Dr. Willis came, not to go in without 
ailing the Door or his fon whether it was a proper time, aflc the Doctor 
or his fon, on that morning, whether it was a proper time for you to 
go in? 

No, I did not; but, upon the Doétor’s obferving that the King was 
awake, I took it for granted that this fhewed that it was a proper time 
for my going into the King’s room? 

Was there any particular neceffity for your going in that morning ? 

The fame neceffity there always was, together with the circumftance of 
its having been a bad night. 

Whether the cireumftances which you have mentioned, of the increafe 
of irritation, the quicknefs of pulfe, and the other fymptoims, as having 
been obferved by you fince you were lait examined by this Committee, 
produce any material alteration in the opinion which you have before 
{tated to this Committee refpecting the probability of his Majefty’s re- 
coveryi—No.  . | 

Upon what ground was your opinion of recovery founded ? 

. By calculation. ee Withdrew. 


‘Sir GEORGE BAKER again called_in, and examined. 
When did you laft fee His Majefty ? 
Yeflerday morning. : p Tae ® 
“Will you inform the Cee, in what flate His Majefty was then, 
2 fai and, 


L. 


and had been in the day preceding, according to your own obfervations, 
and the beft information you have received? ~~ 2 

According to the information which I received, his Majefty had paffed - 
the preceding afternoon quietly; that he had had avery reftlefs night, with- 
out any fleep; that from fix o’clock to eight in-the morning he was very 
much difturbed. When I vified his Majeity, he talked for about a minute 


a little confiftently, but then went into a total alienation. 


How long did you ftay with his Majefty ? 


Perhaps about twenty minutes—I cannot fay with accuracy. 


Pisa 


Do you, from what you have obferved on this and the former occafions, 
believe his Majefty to have been lately, at any time, capable of reading a 
book, with attention and obfervation, for any length of time together?, 

From what I have obferved lately, I do not conceive that his Majefty 
has been capable of reading a book, for any length of time, with attention 
and obfervation. 


Whether, when you obferved the firft fymptoms of his Majefty’s difor- 
der, on the twenty fecond October, you communicated your apprehenfions ~ 
to any perfon? 

I communicated my apprehenfions by a note to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. 


To any other perfon? 
No, not that night. except to Mr. P. Hawkins. 


When did you communicate your apprehenfions to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer ? 
The twenty-fecond of October. 


Do you recolle& the circumftances of that communication to the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, or any thing that paffed in confequence? ig 

The terms of the communication were, ‘Sir G. Baker is forry to ac- 
“‘ quaint Mr. Pitt, that he has juft left his Majeity in an agitation of 
“¢ {pirits bordering on delirium. ”? In confequence of that communica- 
tion, Mr. Pitt called on me, on Thurfday the twenty-third of O&ober, 
about two o’clock in the morning, I believe, after I was gone to bed. It 
was twelve o’clock when I came home; I fent the note to Mr. Pitt imme- - 
diately after.—I endeavoured to give Mr. Pitt a more full/account of what 


L had obferved. 


Do you recolle& being afked, in that converfation, if you thought, un- 
der the circumitances you had mentioned, it was prudent that his Ma- 
jefty fhould be left that night without any Phyfician, or fomething to 
that effect 2 


. Ido not recolle&t any thing of the kind. 


“Do you recollect. mentioningy after fome converfation on the particular 
circumitance of his Majefty’s fituation at that time, that Mr. Hawkins 
the furgeon was in the Houfe, or next door, and that you thought that 
fully fufficient ? | 3 : 

I do recollect that I told Mr. Pitt, that Mr. Hawkins and I had talked 
about bleeding his Majciiy, and that we waited fome time in confideration 
of that before I left the Houfe; but we found no alarm had been taken 
by any of the family, and that if any difficulty occurred in the night, Mr. 
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Hawkins would naturally be fent for, and in an hour, or an hour and 
an half, I could come to is Majeity, , 


Whether you mentioned the circumftance of the King’s ilnefs to any 
other perfon near his Majeity, from that time to the time of his next 
attack’? | : 

I do not recolleé& that I did.—I mutt explain that; for when I went the 
next morning, I found his Majefty had paffed a very quiet niget, and was 
without complaint, as I communicated to Mr. Pitt by his meffenger. 


Then you did not conceive it neceflary, or advifeable, to acquaint his 
Royal Highnefs the Prince of Wales, or any other of the Royal Family, 
with the apprehenfions you had conceived.the night before ? | 

I did not conceive it’ neceflary to acquaint his Royal Highnefs with my - 
apprehenfions the night before, for this reafon only, becaufe I thought I 
had been miftaken. 


Did you, for the fame reafon, abftain from informing her Majefty ? 


For the fame reafon. { 


Whether Sis George Baker obferves any further degree of convalefcence 
in his Majefty, than when he was laft examined before this Com- 
mittee ? ; 

No figns of convalefcence. 


Whether Sir George Baker obferves any further degree of conva- 
lefcence in his Majefty, that when he was lait examined before this Com- 
mittee? 

_No figns of convalefcence. 


Whether Sir George Baker, duly attending to the circumftances which 
he has mentioned in his examination this evening, does, or does not, in 
his confcience, think that the chance of his Majeity’s recovery, from his 
prefent indifpofition, 1s as good, or greater, or lefs, than it was when he 
was laft examined before this Committee ? : 

It as good. : ; 


Can you define to the Committee the meaning of the word conva- 
lefcence ? : | . 

Some degree of recovery, I fuppofe, it means. If it does not mean a 
recovery, it-means fomething towards a recovery. 


Whether, in any diforder, any degree of amendment would come under 
the term convalefcence ? 
I think hardly.—In a fever, if your pulfe was fomewhat quieter to-day 


than yefterday, I-fhould not fay that you were convalefcent, but that you 
were better. | 


Isit to be underftood that a perfon may be better, without being con- 
valefent ? 


He certainly may. 


When you attended his Majefty yefterday, what were the obfervations 
vyou made upon the ftate of his Majefty’s pulfe, and of the ftate of his 
general bodily health ? 3 . 

The ftate of the pulfe was 84, and as to the. ftate of his bodily health, 
jt was much as it had been.—His Majefty is grown extremely thin. 


_ Was there any fever, or any thing materially different in the ftate of 
his bodily health from what it had been for fome time? 


) 4 7 
No, nothing materially different. 
Does his Majefty’s general habit, or his prefent diforder, make his 
Majefty liable to fudden and temporary variations in the ftate of his pulfe? 
Ido not know the meaning of the word habit ; but as to the prefent 
diforder, it certainly makes his Majefty liable to fudden variations of his 
pulfe. I have counted it from 68 to 126, but not within fhort intervals. 


Whether you confide {ome temporary or occafional rational difcourfe, a 
proof of the abfence of this malady ? . 
I do not. 


Will you inform the Committee, whether you have, or have not, known 
many people extremely ill of this malady, and who have never been cured 
that did notwithftanding occafionally ufe fome rational difcourfe? 

I have hardly ever feen a perfon in that fituation, who cannot occafion- 
ally talk rationally. 


Whether you do not know that perfons in this malady, who in the pre- 
fence of certain attendants have abftained from .thofe difcourfes and aGions 
which would indicate the malady ? 

Certainly. 

How many perfons labouring under this malady, who had been three 
months ill, have recovered, under the fole care of yourfelf, during your 
life ? : 

Not one. 

Whether a patient having occafional rational converfation, while labour- 
ing under this malady, is not more favourable than when that circnm- 


{tance is wanting ! 
I like it better ; but I am not fure it is more favourable. 


-How many patients have you, in the whole courfe of your life, thought 
it proper to continue under your fole care, after they had continued three 
months under your fole care, indifpofed in this malady ? 

Twenty. I believe. 


How many of thofe patients have you cured 2 . 
Not one. . 
Of that number, which you fuppofe to be twenty, are you able to ftate 
how many’of them ultimately did recover? 
I do not believe any of them. 
Did thofe perfons remain under your care, to the beft of your knowledge, 
as long as they lived ? 
I do not know that. 
Then, do you know whether ultimately they were cured or not ? 
I can fay nothing at all to fome of them. 


Can you fay under what care thofe, to whofe cafe you can fay nothing, 
were put, after they ceafed to be under yourcare? 

Some of them have gone into hofpitals, others into private houfes. 

Whether there are particular fymptoms which enable you to ftate it as 


your opinion, that patients never will be cured ? | 
‘When the diforder degenerates into a ftate of fatuity, there are no hopes » 


of cure. 


Wh ethe 


ee 
Whether it is not common for this diforder, where it long continues 


without cure, to degenerate into fuch a ftate ? 
Very common. 


What is your opinion of a calculation, which, under any management 
you have hitherto heard of, gives g cures out of 10 maladies, provided 
they are taken into hand within three months after the commencement of 
the diforder ? j : | 

As far as I know, from my own experience, and from the experience 
of Dr. Batty, whom I attended formerly, fuch a calculation is incredible. 


Whether the lofs of flefh which you have mentioned, has been attended 
with lofs- of ftrength ? 

About a month ago there was no lofs of firength—His Majeity has had 
fo little exercife fince, that I cannot judge now. 


To what caufe do you attribute the lofs of flefh? , 
To agitation, and to perfpiration, and lefs fleep than ufual; thofe are 
all the caufes that occur to me. 


Whether lofs of fleth, in cafes of this fort, affords any argument as to 
‘the probability of recovery? 
I think it affords no argument either way. 


Sir George Baker defired the two following queftions and anfwers, 
in his examination on Thurfday laft, might be read. 


Q. “ Has Sir George Baker attended his Majefty only, or has he been 
*€ employed in attending the Royal Family ?” 

A. “ Both his Majetty, and alfo the Royal Family—I mean the family 
<¢ at Wimdfor and at Kew.”’ : 


- “ Is Sir George Baker now employed to attend on the Royal 
Family ?” 
A. “ Only the King, not. the Royal Family.” 


Sir George Baker then defired that his anfwer to the firlt of thofe 


queftions might itand as follows. 


«© Both his Majefty and the Queen, and the Royal Family refiding 


© with their h ajetties”” 


And that his anfwer to the fecond queition might itand as follows. 
<¢ Not on the Royal Family.” 


Do you know any inftance of Dr. Warren, or any other Phyfician, by 
improper interruption diiturbing his Majefty’s relt, or preventing his 
going to fleep? 


I know no fuch inftance. 


Sir George Baker having faid, in anfwer to a queftion put to him, that, 
duly attending to the feveral circmftances which he has mentioned in his 
examination this eventing, he does in his confcience think that the chance 
of his Majefty’s recovery is as good as when he was lait examined before 
this Committee—and feveral queftions having been addreffed to, and feveral 
anfwers given by him, fince he fo declared his opinion, does he continue, | 
in his conicience, to hold the fame opinion, due regard being had to the 
feveral circumftances referred to in fuch queftions and aniwers ? 

I am of the fame opinion that 1 was two hours ago. 


Withdrew. 


Joe Tae a eRe 
' Sir LUCAS PEPYS again called in, and examined, 


Whether. you know any inftance of Dr. Warren, or any other Phy- 
fician, by improper interruption, difturbing his Majefty’s reft, or prevent- 
ing him from going to fleep? 7 

No inftance. 


| When did you fee the King laft? 


T came from him this morning. 


In what ftate did you leave his Majefty? | 
Rather quieter than he was laft night; very far from being fo calm as 
I have feen him. / : 


; Pails been, within the laft three days, great figns of fever and ir- 
ritation | 


Very confiderable. 


How has his Majefty been, with refpeet to fleep, within that time? 
: From the report of the Pages, who have fet up for the laft three nights, 
it appears that his Majefty has not had above five or fix hours fleep. 


fi PAPER, of which the following is a copy, was then fhewn to Sir 
Lucas Pepys.. 


«© Kew Houle, 
“< December 25th, 2783. 

‘¢ A malicious report having been induftrioufly circulated, that Dr. 
«© Warren had gone into his Majefty’s Bedchamber, contrary to the de- 
“© fire of Dr. Willis and the Pages, and then and there, in a violent man- 
© ner, difturbed his Majefty out of his fleep, in confequence of which he 
“ became more than ufually difturbed-—This is to certify, that the whole 
*€ ef the above report is not true, and is merely founded in malice. 


«¢ "Thurfday Morning.” or, WiLL 


This paper was written by me, and figned by Dr. Willis, upon the 25th 
at December laft. 


What fhare had Dr. Warren in procuring the drawing up or perfuading 
the fignature of this Paper? : 

Having heard frequently of the report mentioned in this paper, and 
conceiving it to be very injurious to his character, without any communi- 
eation with Dr. Warren on the fubjedt, and whilft Dr. Warren and Dr. 
Willis were talking in the Room, I haitily wrote this paper, wifhing 
thereby to put an end to all altercation. I {hewed it to Dr. Warren, who 
immediately prefented it to Dr. Willis; and I told Dr. Willis I conceived 
he could have no objection to fign his name in contradiction to fuch a’ 
malicious report: this he readily did, and Dr. Warren thanked him for 
having fo done.—Nothing more pafled on the fubject. 


Did Dr. Willis at the Time, make a diftin@tion between preventing 
fleep, and waking from fleep—refufing to give any certificate with regard 
to the preventing, but confenting to this certificate with regard to the 
waking---or any diftinctions to that effect: | . 

No fuch. diftinctions was made to me, nor were there any more words, 
to the beft of my recollection, paffed on the fubject. What they might 


fay, I do not know, for I was writing. | 


Did you defire Dr. Willis to give a certificate to the former effe@, which 
he refufed ? 
; No, 
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No, r never afked him any more queftions on the fubject. 


_ Was not this certificate to meet the particular charges, which you have 
: heard were sirculated againft Dr. Warren ? 
- Yes. 

Will you inform the Committee, whether dhe report «that had been 
circulated was, to the beft of yout information, that Dr. Warten had, in 
a violent manner, difturbed his iaietty out of his fleep—or, that he had 
prevented him from going to flee 


I wifhed, it the certificate, to meet the report of Dr. Wirren’s Lalas 


difturbed his 


culated. 
Wivideosh 


Martius, 13° die Fanuarii 1789: 


Aajelty while fleeping, which was the i date that was cit 


‘The Reverend Do@or FRANCIS WILLIS again called inj and 


“examinéd. 


D you rémember the time whén you were firft introduced to attend 7 


on his Majefty ? 
About Friday five or fix weeks. 
_* Do you remember at that time a general confultation of all the Phylicié 
ans, at which you was prefent? | 
eS. 
Was the obje&% of that confultation to fettle the ay rules upon which 


his Majetty’ s cafe was to be conducted ? ; 
C -oncerning medicines in particular. 


* 


Was it agreed, at that time, to keep out of thé way of ils Majetty 
every thing by which a perfon, under his diftemper; might, from fudden | 


impulfe, be induced to injure himfelf? _ 
I do not rernember one word about it: things of that fort, I under 


flood, were left to me to judge at the moment. ' 


Do you remember your having put a razor and penknife into the hinaty 
of his Majefty, the day after the confultation; 

His Majefty had not been fhaved for a long while, erhaps a fortnight, 
or three weeks; and the perfon that had been ufed to. i him, could not 
eomiplete the parts of his upper and under lips; and, being confident, from 
the profeffioris and humour of his Majefty at that moment, I fuffered his 

~Majefty to fhave his lips himfelf; and then he defired he might have 
his whole face lathered, that he might juft run it over with a razor; and 
he did fo in a very calm manner. His nails alfo wanted cutting very 
much; and upon his affurance, and upon my confidence in his looks, [ 


fuffered him to cuth his own nails with a penknife while I ftood by him. 


—It is néceflary for a Phyfician, efpecially in fach cafes, to be able 


‘to judge, at the moment, whether he can confide in the profeflions of his 


oe and I never was difappointed in my opinion, whether the protet~ 


(After 


ons of the patient were to be relied on or no. 
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After having attended a patient for fo fhort a time, as you then had his 
Majefty, have you fuffered them to fhave themfelves, or cut their own nails? 

I do not know particularly as to that ; but I have trufted_ them with a 
knife and fork, at as early a time, I believe, 


As both thefe operations might have been performed by other people, 
was there any particular reafon “which induced you to fuffer his Majefty to 
do them himfelf? 

The reafon was, the great unéafinefs and diftrefs his Majefty fhewed 
from the razor going over his lips, by the length of the hair, and in — 

. fom not being able to accomplifh it. — 


Had you any converfation foon after, wilh o. Warren, on the fubjet 
of that-tranfaciion ? 
I believe I had, a day or two after. 


” What were the particulars of that converfation ? 

I do not know any further, than that the Doétor fhewed his furprize 
that I had fuffered his Majefty to perform thofe two operations himfelf ;— 
upon which I told the Do¢tor,as [ have now mentioned, I believe—that me 
moment, I was fure thofe inftruments were very fafe.in his Majefty’s 
hands ; but that at had a bad effe€t, becaufe his Majefty imagined, from 
thence, that he might have the liberty of doing other things. 


Upon Dr. Warren’s expreffing his furprize to you, did you fay to 
‘Dr. Watren, that you fhuddered at what you had done? 
I do not remember any thing of it. 


At the confultation, to which you have already referred, was it not a 
‘Principle fettled among the Phyficians, that quiet of pode seid were 
to be endeavoured to be obtained by every means ponents, 

I believe it was; but I do not remember any particulars of it. 


‘ br you recolleé: it having been fettled at fuch confultation, that every 
thing fhould be saik from his Majefly that was nas to excite any 
emotion? 

I do not rémember any $ ; bis underftood that, ds Iwas in abe houfe for 
that particular occation, 1 was to ule my own difcretion. 


Do you recolle& his Majefty te have taken a walk in the. garden, 
at Kew, on a particular day, early in the month of December? 

I think his Majefty wail ced ¢ out two days fucceffively, early in De: 
cember. 


‘Was it about the rath of ected ? | 
¥ fancy it was there or thereabouts; he walked out but twice.’ 


On either of thofe days, did his ageless fee any of the Royal Children 
in the courfe of his walk ? 

When he came by the houfe, the firft a, he looked up at the windows 
where the Princefles are generally, and complained very heavily that they 
would not fo, much as thew themfelves to him.—In confequence of which, 
the next day, I did defire that they thould appear, and myielf ftood at the 
window, with two of the Princ effes, when his saath was coming by; and 
his Majetty. ihewed extravagant joy at the fight of them, though he fads 
his eyes did not fufler him to fee the Princefs Amelia fo well as le 
could. with. 


How tons were the ieee in his Majetty’s ight 2 coos, eee 
Not many. feconds, , ; 
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Do you think that this circumftance, of having feen thofe Pudicat was 
attended with any material bad confequences in his Majetty’s fate ? 
I think quite the contrary. 


_ Do you, or do you not, think that an the conduct of fuch a cure, as 


that of his Majefty’s diforder, it is of ufe that the patients fhould-be 
gradually, or at times, accuftomed to {genes of an interelting nature, fuch 
as that you have defcribed ? 

I am very fure that fuch occurrences can foarte be too frequent, as i 


comforts the patient to think that he is with his family, and that they are. 


affectionate to him ;—and upon enquiries of patients who have been cured 
of the fame indifpofition, they have always mentioned thofe occurrences 
having given them the greateit comfort, and, as tlrey thought, helped very 
much towards their recovery: 


Is it your opinion, that fuffering his Majefty to continue anxious for @ 
fight of his children, would have heen attended with more, or lefs, incon- 
venience, than the irritation which the feeing of them might occafion ? 

There would have been more inconvenience in his not ieeing them, from 
his anxiety 5 ; for the irritation occafioned by a patient feeing his-friends or 
relations is entirely overbalanced by the foftening him into tears, which 
ever leads to amendment. 


Do you confider the obferving thofe emotions, which may naturally yee 
place at the fight of relations or friends, as furnifhing grounds of judging 
with regard to 5 the ftate of the diforder, or the probability of the cure? 

Yes, ‘i ie 2 Svonrable fymptom, if the patient fhews affection, inftead of 
averfion; which latter is very often the cafe, in thofe who are not fo 
likely to recover. ’ ' 


Soon after the occurrence which you have related, had his bie cee 
_an interview with the Queen? 


I believe in the Evening of that day, or the day after; Ithink fo. 


How long did that interview laft 2 
A quarter of an hours: 


Are you of opinion that this interview was attended w ith any prejudi- 
cial confequences, or the reverle ? 

I can form no opinion whether it was the one or the ather, becaufe that 
that night two blilters were ‘applied to his Maijefty’s legs, which, from the 
" eonfeque nce of them afterwards, I believe, were the occafion of his hav- 
ing a very bad night, and that his-thaving feen her Majefty had no con- 
cern in it 5, but that is mere, opinion, 


Are thefe the fame be ters which you have alrendy mentioned before 
this Committee ? 4 


Yes; there has been no 5 tlie fince: I came, 


Are you of opinion, that the apEhoaey of bliftess is a falutary remed? 
‘in diforders of that nature? 


I have had the greatelt reafon to think fo, if they were not applied 
upon or near the head. / . 


Was you of opinion that the blifters applied to his } ick $ legs, on 
the evening of the day when he faw the pean was a proper meafure ? 

{ thought fo at that time, as 1 undeéritood two blilters, that had been 
applied at Windfor, did not thew that they increafed his Majeity’s 


irritability. ; 
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_ to the interview with the Queen? 


three words in any book, 


[ 6 1 | 
Was it fettled at a confultation, that thofe blifters fhould be applied ? 


Yes. 


Was there a fecond interview with the Queen? 
: Yes. 
When was that ? 


~ Tt was while his legs were bad from the blifters, before they were 
at all well. ‘ts 


Were there any bad effets produced from that interview ? 
_ Ido not know that there were, nor do I know that there were any good, 
becaufe of the blifters irritating him. 


Do you recollect any particular cireumftance which led you, in addition 


to your general reafoning upon the fubject, to with the King ‘to have an 
interview with fome of his family? 


No other than from his great uneafinefs and defire to fee them—and the 
neceflity I think there is for to have fuch occurrences very frequently. 
Do you recolle& any thing of the King having feen the youngeft Prin- 
cefs before he faw the Queen? : i Beta ios 
¥es. ; 
When ? © a : 
Juft before he firft faw the Qneen. , ; 


Did any thing arife from that circumftance, which more particularly led 


| 


He perfuaded the Princefs to promife him that fhe would fetch the 
Queen. | 


Did he give any figns of much anxiety upon the fubje& of that requeft 
being complied with? * | 
Very great—infomuch that the meeting was extremely moving. 


Do you recollect, among other books, to have put the Tragedy of King 
Lear into the hands of the King? . 

His Majefty afked me to give him the Tragedy of King Lear. I told 
him it was improper. He then defiréd to have Foote’s. plays, and Col- 
man’s. I did not know that Colman had put out an edition of King Lear; 
indeed I had never readColman’s works, and.when I told it to the Chancellor, 
he told me he was as ignorant of it a8 I was, and when I was charged byDr, 
Warren for giving his Majefty it; I thought I had not done it, and 


“pofitively faid I had not ;—and, it being the fame day that Dr. Wairen, 


had charged me, in a moft extraordinary manner, for writing what I had 


-not,and doing witha political view what I did not, I really theught that the 


Doétor had charged me as falfely with the one a8 in the other; and was very 
much furprifed, when I went into the Pages room, to fee that King Lear 
was, I think, in the third volume of Colman’s Works. But be that as it 
may, it was of no confequence, for at that time his Majefty could not read 


Was his Majefty ina very irritated ftate yeftetday morning ? 

I juft faw his Majeity—when I left him, about half paft teven o’clock, 
and he was not fothen. His Majefty took hold of my hand, and faid, L 
fhould not go to London; and complained of my having left him fo much , 
in the lait week, sous oakh a8 


At 


ee ee 
At that time did yon feel ‘his Majefty’s pulfe ? : 
_I did. | 
In what flate was it? 
«Ain irritated pulfe—confiderably too quick. 


Had the King a confiderable fever upon him ? , 

A nervous fever, from irritability, more than from any other caufe, in 
my opinion. , 

“Was his tongue much affe&ted? 

Yes, his tongue looked white ;—but there are appearances of an affecti- 
on of the nerves from the tongue, that is rather of a different nature from 
that which is from fever alone—in fhort, what appears in hyfterical cafes. 

How long were you with his Majeity ? 

About a minute ; not more. | 

Had you propofed to carry out his Majefty to take'the air yefterday, or 
the day before ? ; 
* I had an intention both days, becaufe fuch ‘appearances of fever as I 
judged his Majefly’s to be, are to be removed by amufement, more pehaps 
than any thing elfe. 


y 


Had his Majeity been ina great perf{piration the night before? 

On the Saturday night he had; and that the only reafon that deter- 
mined me not to take his Majefty out. E : 

What Phyficians attended on Sunday morning at Kew. 

Sir George Baker, I- think. . 


__ Did Sir George Baker and you agree upon the impropriety of taking his 
Majefty abroad after fuch a perfpiration? 
I don’t remember that we faid any thing about it. 


At what time of that day did you determine againft ois Majeity’s 
oing out? 
I believe it was about two o’clock, but I am not fure. 


Did you fee His Majefty this morning ? ‘ 
I did not—I faw one of the Pages. 


Was you at Kew time enough to fee him laft night ° 

I faw him go to bed, aud a long while before—He went to bed ex- 
tremely quiet and fenfible, while I was in the room laft night—went ta 
fleep a quarter jxft eleven, and waked a quarter before feven, as I under- 
itand from the Page, and one of the attendants, 


After you had permitted the King the ufe of a razor and penknife, | 
what were the bad effects that you apprehended from his thinking that he 
had aright to do other things ? : ea ey 
His Majefty took it il that I would not let him go up ftairs to fet his 
family, and many other things, which I found it would not be prudent - 
to do. | 7 : | 


Whet her you have fince continued to indulge his Majefty. in the 
wfe of the razor and the penknife ? : 
Never fince, either of them, for the reafon I have already given. 


Is 


Tt 7 
err, it ne for fear he fhould afl for other liberties, reser you think it 


proper to refufe him? 


Yes. 


Do you think that the expectation of the liberties which the King might 
call for would be of more danger to him that the ufe of razors and pen- 
knives? é 
~ To be fure, becaufe the refufal would irritate him much, and increafe 
his diforder, 


- Whether you refufe to the King all indulgencies which may be fafely 
given, left he thould demand thofe that ought to he refufed ? ? | 
I do a great many that may be fafely given. 


Will you inform the Committee, whether you have frequently indulged 
the King in the view of the Royal Children, fince the interview you men- 
tion? 


Not once. ~ 


Will you inform the Committee, whether, after the firft interview with 


_ the Queen, there was not a remontftrance made to you upon the impropriety 
of that flep ? . 


Yes, there was. . 


Was it only made to you by the Phyficians, or carried further? | 

Only by the Phyficians, as I know of.—I had a converfation with the 
Chancellor about it, and I told the Chancellor, as I did the Phyficians, 
that I imagined that thofe things were left to my judgment, and to, be 
done, or not, as it appeared belt at the pr efent moment. 


Did the Chanceller encourage you in the ufe of that eS without | 
confultation with the Phyficians attending on his Majelty? 

The Chancellor told me that I fhould confult the cther Phyficians as much 
as, I could, but that I was to follow my own line, and do as I had ‘been 
ufed to do with patients at home. 


Whether any other Phyfician, befides Dr. Warren, exprefled his. dif- 


approbation of your indulging the King in the ute of fharp inftrumentsy 
and in affecting interviews? 


I do not know any, except Dr. Warren—I do not remember. 


Were any of the reft acquainted with thofe circumitances ? 
Dr. Gifborne was prefent at the firft interview with her Majetty. . 


How came the indulgence of the King in the fight of two of the Prin- 
ceffes at the window to be fo fhort, when the King exprefled fo much fatis~ 
faction in it? 

I can give no particular reafon for it: His Majefty faw them as he waited 
along, and made a little ftop; the window was not open, and they were up 
ftairs. | 


What was the occafion of the interview with the Prineefs Amelia ? 


His Majefty’s earneft ae and the hope i might have fome goed 
effect. 


Whether the Princefs atie was brought into he King? 8 prefence, or 
. only fhewn at-a window ? 


I led the Princefs Amelia into the room myfelf, 


‘That 


NR Se ae 
What happened on the occafion ? ne | 
He was extremely fond:of her, and fhewed the greateft mark“of parental 
affection I ever faw. | 
Did his Majefty fuffer her to depart willingly ° ) 
Very willingly, on condition that the brought the Queen” to his 
Majetty- 


What was the caufe why the interview with the Queen did not continue 
) ‘ <i 


—Yonger’than the time you have flated? 


Tila : 
Becaufe his Majefty gave me ‘his word it fhould be but for fifteen 
minutes. . 


Are you‘ quite fure that his Majefty’s difcourfe did not grow more dif- 
ordered towards the end of that meeting than it had been at the beginning. 

I was not a judge, becaufe his Majeity fpoke in German feveral fen- 
tences, which I did not underfiand ;—but his Majefty took leave of the 
Queen and Princefs very properly. 


For what reafon, that night, was it thought proper, on confultation, to 
have recourfe to blifters, for the firft time fince your arrival? 
_ To make a revuliien. ; 


_ What occafion was there that day more than before to have recourfe to 
‘that operation ? : | 
It was determined by us in the morning to put them on that night. 


Whether the King grew more compofed before thofe bhiters were 
put on? 
Ido not rémember any thing about it. 


- Whether, after the interview with the Queen, the Phyficians did not 
remonttrate againft fuch interviews? 
I believe they might. 


' Did you, at that time, tell them that you were refolved to permit fuch 
interviews at your difcretion? ak 

_ LT told them, IJ believe, that I was fent for there m order to make ule 
of my own. difcretion, and that they could not think themfelves proper 
judges about it. is 


At what hour were the blifters put on, after the firt interview ? 
About ten o’clock at night. | 


Was actual coercion ufed on that night? 
T do not remember. 


Can you r¢collect? 


" I cannot.—lI believe it might be the next day, or the next night. Iam 
not il 3 it-was about that time, and was the very firlt time it was ufed, 
I believe. | We Tae 


~ Whether you declared your intention in perfifling in the grant of fuch 
-indulgencies when you fhould think proper : , 
I certainly did, by i , 


y im plicatio be 


Ve 
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3 Did you giveany notice, or confult any Phyficians, about the fecond 
interview with the Queen? Kis | 
I do not remember, 


$a ) . When 


[fy 8e. J 
When was the time of the fecond interview with the Queen # 
I do not recollect. , . 


Have you indulged the King with any further interview with her Mas. 


jefty? t 
On the times that have been mentioned. 


Has the King been indulged with a view of his brothers or fons? 
No. | 


having the tragedy of King Lear put into hishands? | 
I do not know of any; I never before read King Lear in my life. 


Why did you reprefent it as improper to give the tragedy of King Lear ; 


to the King: 


Becaufe I did underftand the charaéter of King Lear though I had not _ 


read it. 7 | 
Were any of the King’s Phyficians, Surgeons, or Apothecaries prefent, 
»when the King called for Foote’s or Colman’s plays? ae 
I do not remember. 
Whether the King did actually read any part, however fmall, of Col- 
man’s tragedy of King Lear? | 


I had faid before, that I did not know it was there—I did not fee hint | 


read it at any time. 


Did you hear him refer to it? 
t did not. 


On the whole of your experience, for near thirty years, do you, or do 


you not think, that in the management of perfons in His Majefty’s fitua~ 
tion, though a general line of conduct may be laid down, yet that much 
good may refult from occafional deviations from it; when made at the dif- 
cretion and under the conftant obfervation of a Phyiician who is thoroughly 
converfant with this {pecies of complaint ? 

Very certainly. ) 


Do you think that fuch deviations not being allowed to fuch Phyficiang, 


may greatly retard the cure? 

I am very much of that opinion. | 

Do you recolle& whether you ever told Dr. Warren, previous to yefters 
day morning, that his Majefty had afked for the play of King Lear, and 
that you had refufed to comply with the requeft, as improper, before you 
brought his Majelty the volume of Colman’s plays ? ie 

I really do not remember. yep . 

Dr. Willis having informed the Committee that from his knowledge of 
his Majefty’s fenfe of religion, he has greater hopes that he will, with a 
proper refignation, reflect upon what it has pleafed God to have affli€ted 
him with—whether Dr. Willis grounds thofe hopes upon obferving that 
his Majefty is not irritated by being fenfible of his fituation ? . 

I do not underftand the queftion. 


Have you obferved that the King has a 7% all fenfible of his 


fituation ? : | wie: srs 
Very much fo ; and more particularly lately, within thefe few dayse _ 


\ 


Whether any, and what converfation, gave rife to the King’s defire of | 


SK Sat 
What time.do you mean by a few days? 
Within this week—but more fo laft night. 
_ How come you now to be enabled to anfwer pofitively, on being afked 
whether his Majefty appeared fenfible of his fituation, that he has been 
very much fo within this week paft, when on Saturday laft you faid you 


was not fure that he had been fenfible of it ? 


By his fituation now, I mean both his Majefty’s fituation as King, 


and his indifpofition, taken together ;—complaining of his being confined 
‘im one room, when he has other places that he might be in ;—not to dine 


where he lies;—and that he fhould be deemed a perfon fo indifpofed, ds 
not to be fuffered to be his own mafter;—all which prevented him, his 
Majetty told me laft night, from ever thinking of taking the reins of govern- 
ment. | 

Is the Committee to underftand from you, that thofe fort of complaints 
have been made by his Majefty only once, or frequently ? 

They have been made vaguely frequently, but not to make one under- 
ftand that he was fenfible of his indifpofition, and the confequence of it. 


Then, in point of fa&, Dr. Willis, till laft night, had no reafonable 
ground to attribute any fymptoms in his Majefty’s diforder to his recol- 


lection of his fituation? 7 
I do not attribute any of his fymptoms to his recolle¢tion of his diforder; — 


I do not remember that I ever did. 

Have his Majefty’s {pirits appeared deprefled or irritated by this con- 
{cioufnefs, if, in point of fat, it did exiil? a5 

Not at all, as I know of ; they are rather.the confequences of irritations 
than the caufe of them. 7 


Do you remember to have written, on the fifth of this month, a letter, 


containing the following paragraph: “ His Majefty can talk of and be 
“« kept to any fubject in general much better than heretofore ; but is more 
¢ fubject to gufts of paffion upon any trifling contradiction, unlefs I or my 
“«* fon are prefent ; and this I rather attribute to his Majefty’s being more 
«* fenfible of himfelf and fituation ?”? 7 


Yes, I did write it, and think it.. 


‘To whom was that letter written ? 
' I fancy it was to the Prince of Wales. | 

Did that letter commence by faying, “ I am forry I cannot give your 
«* Royal Highnefs fo good an account this morning as I gave you when I 
<¢ Jait did myfelf the honour to write to your Royal Highnefs ;” and then 
did the paragraph laft quoted follow? io es 

It did; the reafon of that letter commencing with thofe words was, his 
Majeity having had a very bad night, which the report to his Royal High- 
nefs would plainly fhew, but which bad night did not at all prove that I 
nad a worfe opinion of his Majefty’s recovery, though I could not give fo 
favourable an account as I had fome days before, when his Majefty had had 
two or three very good nights; and I thought it neceflary to give his 
Royal Highnefs my opinion of his Majetty’s ftate feparate from his 
bad night. ae | 


Then you, in faying that his Majefty could talk of and be kept to any 
Subject in general much better, referred to his Majefty’s general fituation ? 


ds To 


[ 8 ] ie 

To his fituation at that time, becaufe the exacerbations of fuch diforders 
do not weaken in general the underftanding in thofe cafes; but as the | 
patient recovers, we often find that the underftanding is ftrengthened after 
each, efpecially if the time betwixt each is lengthened ;—which has been 
‘the cafe of his Majefty for this laft three weeks or a month, I think ; for 
though his Majefty has gufts of paffion, and is eafily irritated, yet they are 

_ “of very fhort duration, in comparifon to what they were. 


Were thefe gufts of paffion of fhorter duration than they had been when 
you wrote this letter to the Prince, on the fifth of January ? 
Very much fo. | 


Were they more or lefs frequent at that time ? ) 
According as the people who were with him underftood how to {peak to 


hhum, they were more or lefs frequent. 


But, in point of fat, were they more or lefs frequent? 

Lets frequent I think, too. : 

Dr. Willis having taken a diftinétion with regard to his figning the 
account fent to St. James’s, will he inform the Committee whether he does 
not hold himfelf refponfible for the truth of the accounts he fends to his 
Royal Highnefs the Prince of Wales, which he figns alone, and that they 
{hall contain the real ftate of the King’s fituation? | 

“To be fure. 


Will you inform the Committee why you informed his Royal Highnefs, 
on the fifth of January inftant, that his Majefty was more fubject te gufts 
of paflion upon any trifling contradi€tion, unlefs you or your fon was pre- 
fent at that time, than before—when you now inform the Committee that 
thofe guits of paflion were then lefs frequent than they had been ? 

His Majelty began to feel himfelf more in his own fituation as King, and 
could not bear to be contradicted fo well by either Pages or attendants, and 
confequently would break out in gufts of paffion upon things that they did 
for him, perhaps not in a manner that his Majefty thought became them, © 
and which they had ufed themfelves to when his Majefty was not fo well. 


Is it to this that you attribute the gufts of paflion being then more 


frequent, as defcribed ? 
Yes—and it required a more delicate behaviour than it had done before. 


Then your having obferved thofe circumflances, namely, the frequent 
gufts of paflion, in his Majefty, and that his Majelty felt himfelf more in 
his own fituation as King, fo as to make a more delicate behaviour necef- 
fary to him; and having, on the fifth of January, informed his Royal 
Highnefs that you attributed fuch gufts of paflion to his Majefty being 
more fenfible of himfelf and fituation ;—you will now inform the Committee 
why you declared yourfelf, on Saturday laft, not to be fure that his Majeity 
had been fenfible of the nature of his illnefs; and why you now have 
informed the Committee, that it has been within this week only, and more 
particularly lait night, that you have perceived fuch fymptoms or effects? 

His fituation, as King, is different from the nature of his illnefs. | 

Do you not mean, when you fate the King in that letter to be more fens 
fible of himfelf and fituation, that he was fenfible both of his being King, 
and of the circumitances which muft bring to his mind his malady? 

No: I mean being Kimg, and being confined in a room. aa 


Then 


Pte 
Then have you, or have you not, feen in the King any fymptoms of hi® 
_ Fecollection of his malady ?’ Maes Tar 
I think { did particularly laft night. 


Did you never before laft night ? 
I may have faid that I thought I had, but I am not fure. : 


Whether the converfation you had with his Majefty laft night has not 
now led you to be more certain, that, on former occafions, his Majefty 
was, in fact, fenfible of the nature of his illnefs, though, at the time, that 
pesppane was only vaguely hinted at by his Majefty, or conjectured by 

ea 
4 Much more fo. 

Is the Committee to underftand, that, previous to the fifth of January, 
the exacerbations of his Majetty’s diforder were more ftrong and more fre- 
quent, though his Majefty might become, at that time, from the reafon 
you have already given, more fubjeét to particular guts of paffion upon any 
trifling contradiGuon, uulefs you or your fon was prefent ? 

Yes, certainly. 

Do you mean to fay, that the obfervation you made on his Majefty laft 
night could at all have affected any opinion you formed, or any communi- 
cation you made, on the fifth inftant ? 

Not at all. 

Why you, having obferved, as you ftate in your letter to his Royal 
Hichnefs on the fifth initant that you did, that his Majelty’s frequent gutts - 
of paflion were to be attributed to his Majefty being more fenfible of him- 
felf and fituation—why you informed the Committee, on Saturday lait, 
that you had now lefs apprehenfions with refpect to the confequences of his 
Majefty’s refleting upon hie illnefs, than when you was examined before 
the former Committee? | 

Becaufe I was then better acquainted with his Majefty’s principles, and 
notions of religion, than I was before. 

? Withdrew. 


Pic anes eR LL LET Ly os RI RESO a sm 
Veneris, 9° die Fanuari, 1789. 


The Reverend Dr. FRANCIS WILLIS again called in, 


and aiked, 


Ll eas rere your fon, Dr. John Willis, is a Phyfician? 

S He took his degrees at Edinburgh about fourteen years ago-—has 
practifed as a Phyfician ever fince—he was bred up at Oxford—itudied 
phytic there firft, and was afterwards four or five years at Edinburgh. . 


How long has he attended his Majefty ? 
_ He came the Thurfday after I came—I came on the Friday. 


Has he been confulted as a Phyfician fince he has attended at Kew? 
As to the medicines—and, though he has-not figned the report, always. 
was confulted about it. . id 
| as 


ne 


hf C & J 
Was Dr. John ‘Willis ever confulted by the other Phyficians i in fustibs 
any prefcription for medicine to be given to his Majefty? 


I think I anfwered before that he was. 


Has he ever figned his name to any one prefeription | ? 
Several. 


‘For his Majefty ? | 
‘T.think fo—am pretty fure fo— there never was any prefcription without 


his being there. 
"Then you underftand that all the other Phyficians conlider Di John 
Willis; and act with him, asa Phyfician athouding on his ilies and 
net an afliftant to you ithe care of the King? 

I underftand as a Phytician. 


Why bas Dr, John Willis never figned the report fent to St. James’s? 
~T never knew any reafon. 


By whofe dire€tion was Dr. John Willis was dale to attend his Majefty ? 
_Tunderftood by the Privy Council—Lord Sydney fent the letter. 


. When-was the letter fent ? 
I believe it was on the Monday or areas before he came, 


Who informed you that the Privy Council fent for your fon? 
iuord Sydney fent the meffenger, that 1s all 1 know. 


‘To whom was the letter fent? 

Teo Dr. J. Willis. 

Whether you know that it was at the’ defire of the Phyficians the letter 
was fént, or at whofe defire? 

I really do not know—but I believe Dr. Warren firft faid that I could 
not attend enough, that it would be too much for me. 


Whether you fign the prefcriptions ? | 
I figu them, or give my confent to the Phyfician that writes to fign my 


Name. 


When Dr. Warren mentioned that your fon fhould be-called on, as you 
could pot attend enough, did you underftand that Dr. Warren meant as an 
affiftant, or as a Phyfician? 

As a Phyfician as well as any thing elfe-—not as an afiiftant diftinguithed 
from a Phyfician.. 


Do you confider your fon as in any degree refponGble for the medicine 


adminitter ed to his Majefty? | 
I imagine fo. Wihaeee 


Dr. RICHARD WARREN again called in, and exaxamined. 


Whether you confider Dr. J. Willis as attending his Majefty in the cha- 
racter of a Phyfician, or as gn affiftant to Dr. Willis in the care and man- 
agement of his Majetty? ; 

“YL have alwa: ys coufidered him as an affiftant. 


Do you confult with Dr. J. Willis, as a Phyfician, before you ait abt 
for his Majetty ? 

Dr. J. Wiilis is generally, I believe I may fay almoft always, prefent at. 
the confultations; we enquire of him how the King has pafled his time—« 
- When medicines are propofed, Dr. J. Willis has often {poke upon the fub- 
eR 


8 ay foe | 
ject of them, and attention has been paid to what he faid—yet at the fame 
time I confidered him only as an amicus‘curie. : | 


Do you not make the fame fort of enquiries from the other four medical 
gentlemen who are in attendance on his Majetty ? 
Yes; but they do not talk about medicines. - 


Do you confider’ Dr. J. Willis as refponfible with with you in the pre- 
{criptions and phyfical treatment of the King? 
I think not. 


a 
Does Dr. J. Willis fign thofe prefcriptions with you? 
It is ufual for the writer of the pref{criptions to put down the initials of 
the names of the confulted Phyficians—TI believe when. I have written the 
prefeription, I have never put his name down. 


In that cafe then, as far as you are concerned, Dr. J. Willis is refpon-— 
fible for the medicines adminittered ? 
“No. 


Does Dr. J. Willis fign the reports fent to St. James’s? 


No. 


If he had acted, and had been confulted, and confidered as a Phyfician 
attending on his Majeity, would it not have been right and neceflary that 
he fhould have taken his fhare of the refponfibility in both or either of thofe 
re{pects ? | ae 

It would be certainly right that he fhould. | 

Has Dr. Willis, the father, figned the prefcriptions, and from what 
time ? me 

I apprehend the father’s name is put down to the prefcriptions from the 
time that he came. : 3 


When did he fubfcribe his name to the reports? 
T do not exactly know the time, it is eafily feen. 


Did he defire fo to do? 
I underftood from the Chancellor that he did. 


Have the other Phyficians, or any of them, fubfcribed the initials of 
Dr. J. Willis’s name to prefcriptions for his Majeity ? : 
I do not know—but I have been told that fome of them have. 
| Do you confider Dr. J. Willis more in the character of a Phyfician, with 
» refpect to his fituation about the King, than the four other Medical Gen- 
tlemen attending his Majefty, namely, Mr. Hawkins, Mr. Keate, Mr. 
Dundas, and Mr. Battifcombe? ee 
» More refpeé is due and paid to him, becaufe he has taken a degree. 


But with refpect to his fituation about the King, do you a& with him, 
or confider him more in the light of a Phyfician than thofe four Gentlemen ? 

No, , , ee 

Would’ not the fame attention have been paid to any other Phyfician 
then prefent, who had feen his Majefty, though not at all attending as a 


Phyfician to his Majefty? = et gs 
Provided there was no impertinence in his being there. 


Tf, after Dr. J. Willis converfed with Dr. Warren upon the fubje& of 
the medicines for his Majefty, Dr. J. Willis had defired Dr. Warren, 
when he. was writing the prefcription, to put the initials of Dr. J. Willis 
to fuch prefeription,-or to permit him, Dr. J. Willis, to do fo, Dr. 

: Warren 
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Warren, knowing that Dr. J. Willis had been educated at Oxford, and 
had taken a Dodtor’s degree at Edinburgh, and had practifed phyfic for 
thirteen or fourteen years fince he took that degree, would have made the 
fame obje€tion to adding {uch initials or permitting them to be added to 
the prefeription, as he would have done cf the Surgeons and Apothecaries, 
all or any of them, had made’ the fame requeft with refpe& to their own 
mitials ? ; 


The queftion muft have been, whether Dr. John Willis was authorized 


to at there as a Phyfician. 


_ Confidering the circumftances'of Dr. John Willis’s attendance upon his 
Majeity, and that he is a Phyfician who hag been educated and has taken a 
degree, in the manner mentioned im the laf queftion—if Dr. John Willis 
had made fuch a requeft with refpet to his initials, fhould Dy. Warren. 
have thought #t an impertinent requeft ? 

Certainly—unlefs he was contidered as refponfible for the medicines. 


“Then does Dr. Warren confider the other Phyficians, if any, who have 


put the initials, or- permitted the initials of Dr. John Willis to be put to 
their prefcriptions, as having done, or fuffered to be done, an improper 
act, confidering the circumftances under which Dr. John Willis attends 
his Majeity ? 

I can only anfwer for my own condu&t—I think I thould not be called 
upon to judge of others. 


If Dr. Warren had permitted the initials of Dr. John Willis to he put to’ 


a prefcription, does he think (anfwering for his own couduét, if it had 
been fuch) that he would have done an improper act, confidering the cir- 
cumitances under which Dr. John Willis attends his Majefty? 

I thould never confider it as a permiffion, unlefs I had been afked 


whether his imitials fhould be put down; becaufe they are often written by» 


the preferibing Phyfician after the prefcription has been agreed to, and the 
imitials not particularly examined. 

- Whether, if his permiffion had been afked, when a prefcription was 
written by himfelf, or any other of his Majefty’s Phyficians, to put the 


initials. of Dr. [ohn Willis-to fuch prefcription, together with his own | 


tame; and if he had given that permifiion, Dr. Warren, anfwer- 


ing for his own conduét, would have thought he had done an improper 


act im grving his permiffion, confidering the circumftances under which 


Dr. John Willis attends his. Majeity, and confidering the circumitances of . 


his education at Oxford, the fact of his having taken the degree of Do&or 
of Phyfie at Edinburgh, and the faG of his having practifed as a Phyfician 
for thirteen or fourteen years patft? s | 


The propriety of putting the initials down muft depend upon the re- 


fronfibility of the perfon. ats 
Whether, the feveral circumftances mentioned in the foregoing queftions 


being duly attended to, if Dr. John Willis had this morning afked Dr. 


Warren’s permiffion to put his initials to a prefcription, Dr. Warren would 
- this morning have refuted to give fuch permiffion ? - 
Degrees in phyfic give no authority to praétife im London, or within 


feven miles of London; there is no other qualification than that of being a 


Fellow or Licentiate of the College of Phyficians.—If the circumftance of 
being about his Majefty mduced me to think him refponfible for the medi- 

eines, I fhould have put the initials down, . 
In point of fa, due attention beimg paid to all the cireumftances 
relative to Ir. John Willis’s attendance upon his Majefty, Kk Dr. 
. ; t arren 
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Warren this morning have refufed to permit the initials of Dr. John Willis 
to be put to a prefcription, upon the conviction of his (Dr. Warren’s 


_ mind that thofe circumftances do not make him refponfible in fuch a 


degree as to make it fufficiently proper that thofe imitials fhould be puts 
and whether the fact of his Majeity’s being at Kew would ifduce Dr. 


_ Warren to form an opinion upon the propriety of giving fuch permiffion, 


different from the opinion which he might have on duch propriety if his 
‘Majefty was at Windfor ? : 
The rule to guide me, whether the initials of a perfon attending his 
Majefty fhould be put down to a prefcription, muft be my being informed 
that that perfon is put about the King by proper authority. : 


Has Dr. Warren, in point of fa, written many of the prefcriptions for 
his Majefty, and fubfcribed the initials of the other Phyficians ? 7 

I have not written many fince his Majefty came to Kew; but when I 
have written, I have put down the initials of the Phyficians prefent. 


Whether you know that a letter was written by Lord Sydney to bring 


Dr. John Willis to town? 
I know of no fuch thing as a letter written by Jord Sydney. 


Do you know in what manner Dr. John Willis was fent for to attend 
the King? 
I confulted the Chancellor and Mr. Pitt on the propriety of Dr. Witls’s 


fervants being fent for—They were fent for with the confent of the Chan- 


cellor and Mr. Pitt.x—Dr. Willis wrote the letter, and I beheve I advifed 
him to fend for his fon to affift him. 


Has any other of the perfons then fent for up been prefent at a confulta- 
tion, and given an opinion refpecting the medicines? 

No. | 

Whether Dr. Warren did not know that there was other approbation, 
befides the Chancellor and Mr. Pitt, for fending for Dr. Willis’s fervants? 

Not for fending for them, but for making ule of them afterwards. | 


What other approbation was there for making ufe of them? 
I underftood that it was communicated to Dr. Willis—the Door told 
me he had authority to make ufe of thofe fervants. 


Does Dr. Warren apprehend that Dr. John Willis’s attendance was with 
the knowledge or approbation of any of the Royal Family ? 
I could not think otherways, but I never was told fo. . 


Did Dr. Warren conceive that the approbation of any of the Roya 
Family given to the attendance of Dr. John Willis was given as a Phy- 
fician,. or as the principal perfon to ditect the fervants of Dr. Willis? 

_ Not as a Phyfician, but as affiftant to his father. | 
On what grounds does Dr. Warren entertain that opinion? 

Becaufe, upon enquiry, foon after his arrival, when a prefcription was 
written, whether John Willis’s name was to be put to it, he declined 
it. 3 : 

By whom and of whom was that enquiry made? 

By one of the Phyficians afking; at a morning condultation, whether Dr. 
John Willis’s name was to be put to it. 

Did Dr. John Willis decline. 

Yes. 


/ | Were 
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Were any storia ions made upon it by any one -elfe? 
I believe not. 


Had Dr. John Willis not declined to fign the prefer phat Mould you 
have had any objection ? 

I fhould then have buspole that he had had authority to act as a 
Phyfician. 


Dr. Warren having faid, that he beliedve that other Phyficians ave bie 7 
Dr. John Willis’s initials to prefcriptions, fhould he, in that cafe, conclude 
that Dr. John Willis has authority to attend his Majefty ? 

Dr. Warren can only anfwer for the motives of his own conduct. 


Ms 


Whether, when. you recommend it to his Majefty’ s Minifters to fend fot 
Dr. John Willis, you intended to recommend.it to them to fend for him ia 
the character of an additional confulting ENaC, or as an affiftant to 
his Father in the care and management of the ‘Kin 

I did not recommend it to Minifters to fend for fais Willis at all, 38 
I know of.—I recommended it to Minifters to fend forDr. Willis’s fervahites : 
and I advifed the Door to. fend for his fon to affift him, becaufe I thought _ 
the confinemet more’'than he could fubmit to. 


Whether you had, either to his Majefty’s Minifters or to Dr. Wills, ever 
ra a wilh that Dr. John Willis thould be called in to aid his Ma-_ 
jet 


is s Phyficians in peaptation J : 


Whether any notification from authority was ever made to you, , that Dr 
John Willis was to be contfidered in that hight? 
No. 


Whether you have ever heard ine g any of your brethren, the King’ ’s 
Phyficians, that ‘notification to that effet had been made to them? 
+ No. 


~ Whether. you explained, either to Dr. Willis the father, or to Dré hn 
Willis, that DoCtor John Wills was fent for as the director of Dr. Willis’s 
other fervants, and not in the fame character as Dr. Wills himfelf, as a 
Phyfician who had dedicated his attention Peery to that branol of 
medicine ? 
Dr. Willis’s fon was fent for merely at my own fuggeftion, as I appre- | 
hend, to affift his father, without my knowing that he had even taken » 
a degree. 


When. you underftood that Dr. ae Wills was a regular-bred Phy- 
fician, did you then make the explanation as fated in the pobican sh 
guetlion ? 

1 do not recolledt that I faid any thing to him upon the fubjed. - 


W ithdrew. 


FOR 


